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Continued from No. 7. 


ht a foreign market; and scarcely a single coin was 

Te ot currency. Since that time, it has constantly form- 

aparsof our circulating medium, without driving silver 

away, This proves that they are equalized in intrinsic value 
bythat standard. 

‘The effect of the remodelled standardisapparent. Itbanishes 
utterly all bac French and British gold, and renders them less 
current, by reducing their value. American eagies and shares 
form but a small proportion of the gold circulation, and are 
quite inadequate to this end. Gold must, therefore, be excluded 
jrom its place, as silver is too cumbrous for the offices of gold 
denominations. ; : 

But this bill looks farther, and excludes foreign silver; for it 
ajmits only dollars and five-franc pieces, diminishing the value 
of Spanish dollars. 

e English and French gold coinage always falls below the 
awful standards—by design, it is sail, at their mints; and itis 
found that the valuation of 1834 does not admit of recoinage 
here, without loss, There is good reason, then, for equal- 
izing according to fineness; but we object toany atiempt at ex- 
clusion. : Sat : 

The whole object of the bill, if we judge by the effect, is to 
diminish the specie of the country; for our own coinage, with a 
constant foreign drain, or without it, is yet insufficient for our 
wants. The deficiency must be supplied with paper-money. 
The wisdom of experience counsels no such change; and we 
Jeave it to her lessons to plead, rumpet-tongued, against any 
measure designed tu increase promises without fulfilment. 

Mr. B. desired, if it was the intention of the 
chairman of the Finance Commitire to press the 
pill through at this ses:ion, tohave some time to 
examine thesubject. 

Mr.,BVANS hadno objection t accommodate 
the Senator from Missouri bya postponement of 
the subject for the present, but would certainly call 
up the bill at an early day, ashe understood frem 
ihe directors of the mints that it was necessary the 
bill should be passed, in order to place foreign gold 
and silver coins ata fair relative value with our 
own. He menticned several communications he 
had had on the subject, poipting out the necessity 
of this measure. He also alluded to the coneur- 
rentopinions of Mr. Gallatin and Mr. Appleton, 
in pamphlets published by them on the subject of 
the curreacy, both in favor of this measure. 


Mr. BENTON pointed out the cffect it would 
have of driving out foreign specie, and encoura- 
ging, as a substitute, paper promises topay. He 
asked bat a day’s delay, to produce evidence 
which he intended to bring forward on the sub- 
ject. 

Mr. EVANS said the bill might be laid over for 
one week. 

Mr. BENTON observed that he would be ready 
oo morning to produce the evidence he al- 
luded to. 


The bill was then laid on the table for the pres- 
ent, 


WAREHOUSING SYSTEM AGAIN. 


Mr. WOODBURY remarked that he wished to 
make a motion. The latter portion of the annual 
reportof the Secretary of the Treasury relates to 
the warehousing system, to which were appended 
several documents on that subject, and, among 
them, was the very identical memorial which had 
been a few moments ago referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. He believed that all that portion 
of the report of the Secreiary (including this deca- 
ment) was referred to the Committee on Finance, 
asa financial question purely. But now, as the 
Senate had deliberately decided that it was not a 
question of finance, it would be necessary to dis- 
charge the Financé Commitiee from the further 
consideration of the subject, and to commit it to the 
Commitiee on Commerce. He made that motion. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON was not aware that the 
report of the Secretary on the subject had been 
reterred to the Finance Committee. He wished 
the general subject to go to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

The Commitiee on Finance was accordingly dis- 
charged from the subject, and it was referred to the 
Commitiee on Commerce. 

The bill for the relief of Benjamin Murphy was 
then considered as in committee of the whole, re- 
Ported to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 

Oa motion of Mr. WHITE, 

Senate then adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, January 4, 1843. 

Mr. BEESON presented the petition and ducu- 
ments of Mrs. Drusilla Gieseg, widow of Valen- 
tine Gieseg, late superintendent of the Cumber'and 
road, praying to be refunded the amount of a judg- 
ment recovered in the courtof Fayetie county, 
Pennsylvania, against the estate of the said super- 
intendent, for work done on the Camberland road: 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. DODGE of Wisconsin presented a petition, 
numerously signed by inhabitants of 
of Milwaukie, in the Territory of Wisconsin, ask- 
ing Congress for an appropriation for a harbor at 
that town. 

Also, a petition from citizens of Brown 
county, in the Territory of Wisconsin, asking 
Congress for an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the navigationcf the Fox and Wisconsin 
rivers. 


ARMY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. FILLMORE, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill, making appropriations 
for the support of the army and military academy, 
and for armories and arsenals, for the half calen- 
daryear cnding 30th June, 1843, and for the fiscal 
year; commencing Ist Jaly, 1843, and ending 30h 
June, 1844, The bill was read twice, and com- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole on the siate 
of the Union. 


COMPENSATION OF DECEASED MEM.- 
BERS. 


Mr. J.T. MASON submitted a resolution, direet- 
ing the Sergeant-al-arms to pay the widow of the 
Hon. J, W. Williams, deceased, his mileage and 
per diem to the 21 day of January, 1843, being 
the day of election ef his successor, [Cries of 
“no, no, no.”}] There could be no question that the 
executors of the deceased member were entitled 
to his miltage, and a portion of his per diem, as 
he was on his way to the seat of Government. 

After some conversation with, and suggestions 
from, varicus members, Mr. MASON modified his 
resolution, so as to direct the Committee on Ac- 
counts to inquire into the expediency of making 
such payment. . 

Mr. L. W. ANDREWS objected to the recep- 
tion of the resolution. 

Mr. HALSTED also objected. 

Mr. J. T. MASON moved‘a suspension of the 
rules, for the purpose of receiving his resolution; 
which was agreed to, and the resolution was re- 
ceived. 

Mr. HALSTED moved to amend the resolu- 
tion, by substituting “the day of his death” for the 
“2d day of January,” as the limit of the period for 
which the deceased member’s per diem should be 

aid. 
. The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STANLY said he did not see why the widow 
or executors of the late Hon. Richard W. Haber- 
shim, deceased, should not have the same benefit, 
and therefore he, moved the insertion of the name 
of Mr. Habersham. 

Mr. J. T. MASON accepted the amendment. 

Mr. BIDLACK said the resolution, as modified 
so as to pay the deceased members’ mileage and per 
diem to the day of their death, corresponded with 
the precedent in the case of his late colleague, the 
Hon. Mr. Dimoeck. 

Mr. J. T. MASON, under those circumstances, 
again modified his resolution, so as to. direct the 
Committee on Accounts to allow to the widows of 
the honorable J. W. Williams and the honorable 
Richard W. Habersham, deceased, late members 
of this House, the usual mileage. 

Afier a few words from Mr. BLACK, Mr. 
BRIGGS, and Mr. UNDERWOOD, 

Mr. WISE inquired if either of the deceased 
members had started to the seat of Government? 

Mr. J.T. MASON. Yes; Mr. Williams bad. 

Mr. WISE. Aud how far had be travelled? 
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From three to five miles. There was not a parti- 
cle of service. He (Mr. W.) never had, and never 
would, vote for such a resolution. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD asked if there was any 
precedent for taking this money away from the ad- 
ministrators, and giving it to the widows? He saw 
one encroachment after another in this Houve, on 
principle; and hé saw one allowance afer another, 
which the law dif net sanction. ‘This was part of 
the system of making donations tothe families of in- 
dividaal+,which had been introduced into this House. 
Now, if they intended to pay their debts, according 
to law, to those individuals who started from home, 
they would pay the mileage and per diem as long 
as the member lived, and for that he would vote; 
but he would not vote for the allowance which the 
law did not sanction. 


Mr. SAMSON MASON submitted an amend- 
ment, so as to direct the Commitiee on Accounts 
to inquire in'o the expediency of allowing this pay- 
ment. He said the House had no information on 
the subject; but be understood that Mr. Habersham 
had no! even left his residence in Georgia at the 
time of bis death; and, therefore, the resolution, in 
its Original terms, was improper. It direeted the 
Sergeant-at-armsto pay the usual travelling ex- 
penses and per diem; but what were the usual irav- 
eiling fees paid to a member of this House before 
he left his residence at ali? He was opposed to 
the adoption of this resolution as a peremptory 
order to the Committee on Accounts to audit the 
accounts for the deceased members; but he was 
willing that it should go as a resolution direct- 
ing an inquiry into the expediency of paying the 
mileage and per diem in such cases; and he moved 
to amend the resolution accordingly. 

The amendment was concurred in; and the reso 
lation, as amended, was adopied. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


The SPEAKER called the committees for re- 
ports, and the following were presen'ed: 

Mr. BURKE, from the Committee of Claime, 
reported a bill for the relief of Charles Waldron; 
which was read twice, and committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

He also reported, from the same committee, 
against the petition of Joseph t1. Waring. 

Mr. COWEN, from the same committee, re- 
ported a resclution to discharge the Committee of 
Claims from the further consideration of the case 
of George C. Johnston, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affaiss. The resolution 
was agreed to. 


Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported a bill to establish two ad- 
ditional military posts; ‘which was read twice, and 
committed to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. [This bill was understood. 
to refer to military posts on the Columbia river.]} 

On the motion of Mr. STANLY, 5,000 extra 
copies of the report accompanying that bill were 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. A. H. H. STUART, from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
John Randolph Clay, late secretary of the Ameri- 
can legation at the court of Vienna; which was 
read twice, and committed to the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. MATHIOT, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
tome White; which was read twice, and com- 
mitted. 


GENERAL JACKSON'S FINE. 


Mr. BOWNE again submitted the resolution 
on this subjeet, which he offered yesterday, as pub- 
lished in the Globe Congressional reporis. 

Mr. WARREN inguired if there was not al- 
ready a bill on the same subject before the House? 

The SPEAKER said he had not read the bill, 
and was not, therefore, prepared to say what 
shades of difference there were between the two 
bills. 
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Mr. BARNAKD objecied to this mode of 
bringing bills before the Houss, 

Mr. ARNOLD presumed the principal motive 
with gentlemen who brought forward bills and res- 
olutions on this subject, was, that they might 
make an harangue in favor of the Old Hero. He 
would, therefore, move to refer the resolution to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, where there was already a bill pending on 
this very subject. 

Mr. BOWNE did not wish, on this question, to 
‘rust himself at all in making an answer to charges 
like those which had emanated from the member 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Agnoup,} farther than to 
say, that gentlemen who were the most ready to 
impute moves of this description to others, are 
most apt to entertain them themselves. The mo- 
uon of the gentleman from Tennessee would most 
certainly be liable to the objections of his colleague, 
(Mr. Bannarp;} for it would not be taking the or- 
dipary incipient steps of legislation. His resolu. 
iop, however, did not conflict with the usual 
course of legislation. It proposed to instruct the 
Committee on the Judiciary to bring in a bill on 
Thursday next; and when that bill came in, it 
would, of course, take the ordinary channel of le- 
gislation. His colleague was mistaken in sup- 
posing there was no precedent for the resolution he 
offered. His recollection informed him that at the 
last session there was a resolution rassed, instruct- 
ing thé Judiciary Committee t report a given bill, 
(the bill to repea! the ban «rupt ac';) in consequence 
of which, that co:amittee did report the bill; and it 
was in this way brought summarily before the 
House. His only desire (Mr. B. said) was to 
have this bill—which he deemed the best one— 
brought at once before the House, so that there 
might be a chance of acting on it at the present 
session. It must be remembered that more than 

one-third of the session was already gone; and 
therefore, if they expected to pass a bill on this 
Subject at the present session, it must be brought 
speedily before the House. 

(Mr. Cusmina here handed to Mr. B. the case 
in point, to which he alluded—being the resolution 
teferring the petition of inhabitants of the coun- 
ty of Otsego, New York, to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, sastructing said committee to report, in- 
stanler, & billto repeal the act establishing a uni- 
form system of bankruptcy.] 

*dr. B., having read the resolution, said that the 
difference between it and the one he offered was, 
that the first directed the committee to report a 
£'Ven bill, instanter; while his directed the commit- 
cee to report the bill accompanying it on the next 
day. He acted, therefore, in accordance with 
precedent, as well as parliamentary law. He 
would say to his colleague that his party had mis- 
taken bis ground in opposing this bill. The peo- 
ple bad spoker on the sabject; the President had 
recommended it to the favorable consideration of 
Congress; and the public. press of both political 
parties had loudly ealled for action on it. His res- 
olution could do no harm; and it would require no 
great length of time, and no great Jabor trom the 
Judiciary Committee, to obey its instructions, Let 
us, then, (said Mr. B.) have this bill at once 
before us, so that we may act on it before the ses- 
sion closes. ~ 

Mr. EVERETT could not see what object the 
gentleman from New York had in view. A bill 
on this subject had already been referred to the 
Commitiee on the Judiciary, and was now before 
the Committee of the Whole House; so that if the 
gentleman should attain his object, the bill he now 

ought to introduce would take iis place on the 
calendar after the one already on it. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL explained that the bill 
reported at the last session was referred anew to 
the committee at this. 

Mr. EVERETT said he spoke of what was on 
the calendar. The gentleman, if he got a bill re- 
ported now, must have it tocome in after the one 
already on the calendar. 

Mr. BARNARD said that, after this explanation 
of the gentleman from Vermont, he would move to 
lay the who'e subject on the table. 

Mr. BOWNE asked his colleague to withdraw 
his motion fora moment, in order that he might 
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make an explanation, promising to renew the mo- 
tion. The motion being withdrawn, Mr. B. said 
there was, it was true, a bill before the House at 
the last session, and was how on the calendar of 
the Committee of the Whole. Bat the subject at 
this session had been referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary; and should they reach the bill on 
the calendar, it would be urged as an excuse for 
delay that the Committee on the Judiciary had not 
reported. Assuredly, Mr. B. said, sach an excuse 
wou'd be made. Mr. B. then, according to his 
promise, moved to lay the resolution on the table, 
and called for the yeas and nays, which were or- 
dered. ; : 

On taking the question, it resulted in yeas 91, 
nays 107, as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Adams, Sherlock J. Andrews, Arnold, Ay- 
crigg, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Birdseye, Blair, Boardman, 
Bous, Briggs, Bronson, Jeremiah Brown, Burnell, Calhoun, 
Childs, Chittenden, James Cooper, Cowen, Cransion, Cravens, 
Garrett Davis, Deberry, John Edwards, Everett, Fessenden, 
Fillmore, A. Lawrence foster, Gates, Giddings, Patrick G. 
Goode, Granger, Green, Halsted, Henry, Howard, Hudson, 
Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, James, 1.'D. Jones, 
King, Lane, Linn, McKennan, Samson Mason, Mattocks, Max- 
well, Maynard, Mitchell, Morgan, Morris, Osborne, Pendle- 
ton, Powell, Ramsey, Benjamin Randall, Alexander Randall, 
Randolph, Rayner, Ridgway, Rodney, William Russell, James 
M. Russell, Saltonstall, Slade, Truman Smith, Stanly, Stoke- 
ly, Stratton, Alexander H. H. Stuart, Summers, Richard W. 
fhoepeon, Tillinghast, Toland, Tomlinson, Trumbull, Under- 
wood, Warren, Washington, Edward D. White, Joseph L. 
White, Thomas W. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Winthrs;,, 
Yorke, Augustus Young, and John Young—91. 

NAYS—Messrs. Landaff W. Andrews, arrington, Beeson, 
Bidlack, Black, Bowne, Browster, Aaron V. Brown, Milton 
Brown, Chas, Biown, Burke, William Butler, William, O. 
Butler, Green W: Caldwell, John Campbell, William 8B. 
Campbell, Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, Cary, Casey, 
Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, Coles, Mark A. Cooper, Cross, 
Cushiog, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Doan, Doig, John C. Ed- 
wards, Ferris, Johan G. Floyd, Charlies A. Floyd, Fornance, 
Getry, Gilmer, Goggin, Gorden, Graham, Harris, Hastings, 
lays, Hopkins, Nouck, Houston, Huater, Charles J. Inger- 
soll, William W. Irwin, Jack, William Cost Johnson, Cave 
Johnson, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, Littlefield, Lowell, Abra- 
ham McClellan, Robert McClellan, McKay, McKeon, Mar- 
chand, Alfred Marshal!, John Thomson Mason, Mathews, Me- 
dill, Meriwether, Miller, Moore, Newhard, Oliver, Owsley, 
Parmenter, Patridge, jPayne, Se Proffit, Read, 
Reding, Rencher, Reynolds, Riggs, Rogers, Roosevelt, San- 
ford, Saunders, Shaw, Shepperd, Shields, Steenrod, Jobu T. 
Stuart, Sweney, John B. Thompson, Triplett, Trotti, Tur: 
ney, Van Buren, Wallace, Watterson, Weller, Westbrook, 
Christopher H. Williams, Wise, and Wood—1@7, 

Mr. BARNARD then offered thee following 
amendment: 

To reportto the House, with all convenient despatch, the 
principal and material facts in relation to the fine imposed on 
General Jackson at New Orleans by Judge Halli, and the opin- 
ion of said committee upon the material questions of Jaw in- 
volved in the imposition of such fine, and the acts leading 
thereto. 

Mr. BOWNE remarked, that, should the course 
proposed by his colleague be adopted, the matter 
would stand just where it did now. A report bad 
already been made, accompanying the bill which 
was reported. 

Mr. MERIWETHER said he should vote 
against the resolution of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Bowns.] The gentleman said that the 
people had called aloud for a remission of the fine 
on Genera! Jackson. True, he admitted that fact; 
but the call was got up by interested politicians. 
He (Mr. M.) wished something to be done at the 
present Congress. It was many years ago when 
the fine was imposed. During the long period 
which had elapsed, the Democratic party had often 
had a majority in Congress, and made no effort to 
have the fine refunded. Now, he wished to help 
to do that which they had been too. modest to bring 
about. They would bave a majority in the next 
Congress; and as he presumed they would be again 
too modest, there was a greater necessity fer hav- 
ing the fine returned by the present. For himself, 
he was willing to return the fine, with interest; not 
because General Jackson ought to have it—not be- 
cause the imprisonment of Judge Hall was right— 
but because he believed the motives of General 
Jackson to be pure. He wished to do that which 


- the friends of the General would not themselves do 


for their chief. He wished the committee to report 
the facts, and to show that censure of Judge Hall 
was not implied. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD next obtained the floor. 
He commenced by referring to a pamphlet which 
had been recently Jaid upon the tables of the mem- 
bers, which was a republication of certain essays 
in the Louisville Journal on the subject of the 
fine, martial law, &c. He had recently heard that 
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the Nashville Union contained a publication from 
General Jackson, in which the General gave the 
lie direct to the statement contained in the 
pamphlet to which he referred. Now, he (Mr. U.) 
knew something of the author of this pamphle:: 
and be was a man of talent, and of the strictest 
veracity. He had also seen the statement of 
Louallier, and had read it over and over again, 
When he was on the stump in 1828, the fine, the 
imprisonment of Jadge Hall, and all the facts cop. 
nected therewith, were made the subject of daily 
discussion. The statements contained in the 
pamphlet to which he referred were then corrobo. 
rated by General Jackson’s friends. Now, if the 
fine was to be returned, he wished to see the fagis 
reported upon by a committee of the House. [f 
he voted against refunding the fine, it would 
be for the purpose of showing his condemn. 
ation of martial law; selling an example to ali 
military men that no such thing as martial law 
was ever to be proclaimed [A veice: “Except in 
Rhode Island”] in this country. 

Mr. GWIWN then obtained the floor; but 

The SPEAKER announced the expiration of 
the morning hour. 

Mr. BIDLACK presented a petition from Av- 
burn, Pa., praying for the repeal of the bankrupt 


law, 
THE BANKRUPT LAW. 


Mr. EVERETT called up the orders of the 
day—the bill to repeal the bankrupt law. 

Mr. BOWWNE, who held the floor, said that 
when he obtained floor on yesterday, it was 
more witha view to end the debate than for 
any other object. e was satisfied, however, that 
the motion which he intended to bave made would, 
if now submitted, not be sustained by the House. 
He therefore, on this occasion, rose to make an ap: 
peal to the House; to address its sober judgment 
on the propriety—nay, the necessity—of bringing to 
a termination this debate, in order that it might 
proceed to the important measures which had 
been brought before it. He had supposed that 
the subject did not need much discussion; that 
the bankrupt law was already sufficiently under- 
stood by the Representatives and the people; and 
that the House was prepared for action, and for 
carrying out the known will of its constituents. 
He felt confirmed and justified in this view, from 
the fact that, at the last session, when the people 
had not spoken so emphatically as now—when 
their thunders had not rolled over the country, de- 
claring to their Representatives, in a manner not 
to be mistaken, that the law must be repealed,— 
then, with hot haste, and by a strong vote, the law 
was repealed, so far as the legislation of this House 
could go. Having given this vote, the members 
returned to their constituents, where the will of the 
people was conveyed to them through many chat- 
nels. Yet, with such facts before them, what did 
they witness? The bankrupt law under discussion; 
and not only its repeal delayed, but the public 
business deferred, and a debate going on upon 
everything else except the bankrupt law! What 
would an intelligent man from abroad—what would 
the constituents of Representatives sitting here say, 
were they to step in and hear such a debate as had 
taken place, When they understood that the subject 
before the House was the repeal of the bankrupt 
law? He felt humbled and mortified at the course 
which had been pursued. Not only had the 
rules appointed for the governance of the House 
been violated, without any calf to order from the 
Speaker or any one else; but the very couriesies 
of life had been violated and-set aside. He did 
not desire to speak censoriously, or to judge 
harshly; and he would on no account intentionally 
wound thé feelings of any member; but he would 
atk, is it becoming the character of an American 
Congress, the representatives of an enlightened 
and free people, to utter—nay, to listen to the 
language which they had heard in relation to the 
Chief Magistrate of the nation? Why, the fish- 
women, and the inmates of Five Points establish 
ments, would in vain endeavor to fiod in their 
vocabulary such terms as had been here poured 
out upon the President. Was nothing due to his 
station? Was there no respect teft for the highest 
officer of the Government—for the highest officer, 
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in fact, in the world? Were any other man be- 
side John Tyler, no matter how offensive politi- 
cally to him, holding that station, he (Mr. B.) 
would not venture to indulge in such language as 
he bad heard. Nay, what convinced him the 
more, was the fact, that, however members might 
speak on the floor, in the heat and impuise of the 
moment, yet, When reported accurately in the public 
rints, they were ashamed of their declarations, 
and could hardly bear to be told that they had 
used such language. 

He did not rise to become the eulogist of the 
President. This was neither the time nor the oc- 
casion for such a thing; other matters were under 
consideration. He had adverted to the subject for 
the purpose of calling atiention to the importance 
of gentlemen confining themselves to the rules, and 
of proceeding to the business of the people. 

But he would proceed further. The Presideni 
had not only been cailed a low wretch, an un- 
principled creature, a base man, together with 
other ignominous epithets; but we were told—and 
be also had it from some of his (Mr. B.'s) political 
friends on this floor—ithat the Administration of 
John Tyler was such that no Democrat could ac- 
cept an Office under it. Some of the leading or- 
gans of the Democratic paity held the same lan- 
guage; and, strapge to say, in juslaposilion toa 
paragraph declaring that no Democrat could hold 
office under John Tyler, would be found another, 
declaring that the party could not support his Ad- 
ministration because it was syrrounded by such 
men as Daniel Webster and John C. Spencer! 
What would these organs have the President to do? 
Dismiss his cabinet? Who would fill their places? 
According to the doctrine held out, no Democrat 
could hold office under him at all; and the Presi- 
dent would, therefore, find himself in a strange 
predicament. 


He (Mr. B.) yielded to none in his attachment 
to the principles of his party; yet, if attach- 
ment or non-attachment to men was necessary 
to secure the esteem of his fellows, he feared 
he should be thrown overboard. Whilst this 
was apparently a discussion as to whether the 
bankrupt law should be repealed, it was in 
reality a discussion as to who should be Presi- 
dent. What, he asked, did the people care 
who was the President? What did the masses 
care about the man at the head of affairs, so that 
the Government was well administered? 

Gentlemen on the Whig side were desirous of 
prostrating the Administration at all hazards. 
They contended thai the President had violated his 
faith and pledges. No maiter what might be its 
principles, these gentlemen thought the Adminis- 
tration was to be prostrated. They declared to 
the Democratic party that they must avow their 
adherence or opposition to the Admunistration— 
tbat silence would be construed into support. This 
appeal brought no fear upon him. Whilst he held 
the same doctrines he had always professed’, he 
should, upon all occasions when measures were 
presented to him in the capacity of a Representa- 
tive of the people, that conformed to the princi- 
ples of the Democratic party, not be found want- 
iog in his support of this Administration. It would 
make no difference in his course, even if the tenant 
of Ashland were seated in the Presidential chair. 
Should the measures of that statesman acecrd with 
his notions of political economy, he would as soon 
support them as if they emanated from any of the 
chiefs of his own party—Martin Van Buren, or 
any one else. But the party had been told that 
itcould not rally around the Administration, be- 
cause Daniel Webster was there—the great stum- 
bling-block. He was amazed at these declara- 
tions. For himself, bad as he considered Daniel 
Webster, if Mr. W. would renounce the errors of 
his ways, and come into the Democratic party, he 
would be for receiving him into its folds, as thou- 
sands of others who had left the old Federal party 
before. (Laughter.} 

Bad docirine, say gentlemen. It was his dcetrine; 
and he, for one, was not disposed to deny it; and 
the Democratic party, with which he acted, had 
TeasoOn to be proud of it. Ay, to be proud of it, 
(Laughier.] When great distinguished old Feder- 
alists—men noted for their. intelligence, and with 
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talen's of a high order—renounced the error of 
their ways, and joined the Democratic party, for 
what reason should it be said that the doors are 
closed, and there is no admittance for yor? Le 
feared, if that rule had been applied always, he 
should have been able to point out gentlemen on 
that floor who might have been debarred entrance, 
and might not have occupied the places in 
the Democratic party which they now hold. He 
might, perhaps, have a little more feeling on this 
subject tban some other gentlemen, for he was 
brought up a Federalist [laughter,] of the old 
school, [renewed laughter,] by a father who, 
though not an active politician, Was too honest to 
disown the name; and he owned it to this day, and 
despised the shifting and changing ef names which 
had been so often resoriedto. He (Mr. B.) did 
not, until he was 24 years of age, enter the politi- 
cal arena at all; but when he did, and when he 
examined the question for himself, he espoused the 
Democratic cause. He repesied, however, that he 
was educated a Federalist; and if this stern, in- 
flexible course had been adopted, he and others on 
that floor might have been shut out—entirely shut 
out. [Laughter.] 

And if he were once satisfied that Daniel Web- 
ster had changed his political creed, and was at 
heart a Democrat, he, for one, would be as willing 
io receive him, as to receive any other of those dis- 
tinguished members of that party who had left it 
before. [{Laughter.} His (Mr. Bowne’s) friends 
said they could not take him. He had only to say 
that he spoke for himself. He spoke plainly his 
own individual feelings; and neiher before the 
country, nor elsewhere, did ke wish to have bis 
party responsible for his views on this question, 
He did not know (nor did he care) what evidence 
Mr. Webster had given of his conversion to De- 
mocracy. He did not know that Mr. Webster had 
given any. He did not know that Mr. Websier 
desired or wished to belong to the Democratic 
party; but he made the remark in answer 10 the 
allegation of a gentleman yesterday, who thought 
there was an insuperable barrier between that party 
and the Administration and its measures. Now, 
so far as the measures of the Administration were 
conceraed} there were those of which he approved, 
and had supported; and, as they came up, he should 
aet as his judgment dictated. 


But while he was attempling (0 reprove the 
course which gentlemen had taken in this debate, he 
had almost unconsciously fallen into that course him- 
self. [Laughter.] He had only intended to call the 
attention of the House to the strange nature 
of this debate, and to make an appeal to the House 
to bring it to a close, and to have action upon it. 
Did gentlemen suppose the mind of a single mem- 
ber could be enlightened by this debate on the 
bankrupt bill? Did gentlemen suppose that a sin- 
gle vote could be changed, if this debate should be 
still further tolerated? Or, did gentlemen suppose 
that they could escape a direct vote on the ques- 
tion, or that it could be shuffled off entirely to 
another session? Now, he would ask, were not 
gentlemen who professed to be in favor of a te- 
peal of the bankrupt law willing te come to a test 
vote on the direct question? Or was the policy 
which he saw suggested some days ago, in 
a country paper, to be pursued by gentlemen of 
the North, who were to oppose repeal, that the 
Democrats in the next Congress might have the 
credit of repealing ii? Was that to be the policy 
pursued respecting a law against which the people 
bad unequivccally pronounced? He hoped and 
trasted not. Let them havea direct vote on the 
question. They well understood that the people 
desired to know whether they intended to repeal 
the law or not. Some gentlemen had said it was 
to be repealed—that the decree had gone forth; but 
as day after day passed away, he became more and 
more convinced that they should get no ac- 
tion on this measure. Let but the motion 
of his colleague (Mr. Barnarp] be carried, 
and this bill referred to the Judiciary Commitice— 
thirty days of the session having gone, and two- 
thirds of the session only remaining, with the va- 
rious measures before them whieh calied for their 
action, and which must be acied upon—and what 
time should they have, if they protracted this use- 
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less debate, to actfupon it ata future period? Why, 
if it should go to that commitiee, it might come 
back when other measures required all their time; 
and then this bill would go precisely where its ene- 
mies wished it to go. He asked the House whether 
they might not then take the question, and whether 
that debate thea might not cease. They heard yes- 
terday—and he listened to him with great pleasure 
—ihe gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. M. Brown,} 
and bis colleague, (Mr. Ferris,) who were both 
guilty of being so much out of order, as to discuss 
the bill itself. [Laughter.}] He (Mr. B.) was 
pleased, because they dealt with the subject can- 
didly and fairly. They heard their arguments on 
this subjec'; they heard the arguments on both sides, 
when the bill was passed, and they had heard them 
through the columns of the newspaper: ; why, then, 
delay? He should close with the remark, that he 
hoped they would now bave action. 

Mr. BARNARD was understood to ask the 
gentleman from New York, who had said that 
public seatiment called for the repeal of the bank- 
rupt law, whether the gentleman who succeeded 
bim in the representation of his congressional dis- 
trict was not an open, avowed advocate of the 
bankrupt law? 

Mr. BOWNE was understood to reply that he 
believed he was; but that was not made a question 
in the Jate election. And further, the gentleman 
alluded to was the only advocate of the bankrupt 
law that he had met with in that district. 


Mr. MERIWETHER said if the bankrupt law 
had not been made a subject of discussion at the 
last election, it showed tbat there was not much 
trouble on that question in that district, He went 
on to state that he was opposed to the repeal of the 
bankrupt law; he foresaw that great mischief would 
result from the repeal; and he intended to take the 
responsibility of voting against it. 

He then made some passing remarks on the 
speeches of gentlemen who had preceded him in 
this debate; and said the observations of the gen~ 
tleman from New York [Mr. Bowne] verified the 
distich— 

“Long as the lamp holds out to burn, 

The vilest sinner may return.” 
Pursuing that subject (he said) from the givings 
out on that floor, he concluded the corporal’s guard 
was much larger than was generally supposed; and 
even the gentleman from New York (Mr. Bownr} 
might not be very averse to enlist. The Demo- 
cratic party bad many members who were not 
unwilling to go over; and at a meeting of Demo- 
crats, held on the 19th of December, 1842, at 
Fravkfort, in Kentucky, (which was attended by 
some of the most distinguished of the Democratic 
party of that place,) the following resolution was 
adopted: 

“Resolved, That Daniel Webster and John C. Spencer, the 
brighest luminaries of the Whig sky, have, in their transit to 
aaa. formed a halo of glory around its principles.’’ 
[Roars of langhter. } 

According to the gentleman from New York, 
they were willing to take as many as would come. 
But he had another curious document which be 
wished to read. It wasa letter said to have been 
written atthe White House—at least, it was pab- 
lished in the Union of New York. One gentleman 
had said something about the voracity with which 
the Whigs struggled for office, or of their “‘vora- 
cious maw;” but it seemed, from this letter, that 
there was a good deal of trouble among the Demo- 
crats about the offices. He then read a letter from 
the Union newspaper, which dolorously depicted 
the troubles of the President, and likened him to a 
man walking along a road who was met and 
despoiled of hat, coat, waistcoat—yea, and breeches 
[Roars of laughter.} From this he glanced 
at the remarks of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Cusnime,] and the offering of the 
Spoils of party at auction. 

h. Mr. CUSHING rose, and said the gentleman 
from Georgia bad repeated a remark which had 
been made several times in that House, and to 
which he had desired to reply; but he bad not 
been so fortunate as to obtain the floor. He now 
begged the gentleman from Geofgia to pat his 
finger on a single sentence in his speech which 
authorized that imputation. [Laughier, and cries 
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of “Ob, Oh, Oa.) He repeated ins request, that the 
geptieman {rom Georgia woold select from his 
speech a singic senicnce which would jastify that 
wopulation, or @ sentence whieh the gentleman 
from Georgia would stand there and declare to the 
Hiouse was unjust in principle, and untrue in 


fact, 

Mr. MERIWETHER said the gentleman from 
Massachuselts was playing the Yankee with him. 
He was answering one question by asking another. 

Mr. CUSHING said he replied by a denial that 
he had said anything like that which was imputed 
to bim. 

Mr. MERIWETHER had asked the gentleman 
from Massachusetts whetber the Whig party had 
bil? And the gentleman abked him to point to that 
partof bis speech which said there was an auc- 
tion. Perhaps ibe sale bad been postponed, If so, 
he would say no more about it, further than, if it 
was, it was not for the sake of encouragement. 

But he did not think that it was for want of en- 
couragement that the sale ought to have been post- 
poned; for they had some glorious bids—not open 
ones, to be sure, for it would not do for gentlemen 
to bid openly; they must cover up appearances. 
But he would ask, what better bid could be given 
than thet of the gentleman from Indiana, who 
would not bid openty, to be sure; but “Mark you,” 
saidbe, “{ won't run against your constitutional 
fact," 

Mr. CUSHING asked leave to make an expla- 
nation. Tre gentieman from Georgia asked him 
if he expected the Whig party to become bidders; 
and, on his asking him what part of his speech au- 
thorized such a questicn, he charged him with 
playing the Yankee on him. Now, he would beg 
leave to ask the geptieman the same question, in 
substance, again; and he expected a serious and 
candid answer to it. Would he put his finger on 
a siagle passage of his (Mr. C.’s) sperch which he 
consitered unjast in principle, or untrue in point 
ot fact. If he did, he (Mr. C ) would bring for- 
ward some of the most distinguished men of the 
country, from the days of the Revolution down to 
the present time, in support of the doctrines there 
advanced. 

Mr. MERIWETHER said that he had an- 
swered the gentieman already, by pointing to the 
whole of his speect. He could not take time to 
read it through for the gentleman; but he would 
acvise him, when he went to his room, to take it 
vpand reviey itagain. The gentleman from Vir- 
gipia, (Mr. Wise.) in endeavoring to explain it 
away Ue other day, showed that, in his opinion, it 
reqw red some explanation. 

‘Sut when he was interrupted, he was going to 
show that there was trouble in the Democratic 
camp, and that there was somebody at the White 
House, or connected with it, who would have a 
word to say when the proper time came, as inti- 
mated by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
Here was a letter, from which he would take the 
liberty oc reading a few extracis, written from 
sofheb dy at the White Hoyse, and published in 
one.of the New York papers. [Mr. M. here read 
some extracts from the letter he referred to, stating, 
in substance, that “Mr. Calhoun was here, and that 
the writer never saw him lcok so well; that he 
seemed uneasy about going into a national con- 
vention, for fear that Mr. Van Buren, who was 
more dexterous with the cups and balls, might cheat 
him out of the nomination.”] Now, (said Mr. M..) 
here isan intimation that there is some difficulty; 
but he weuld read further on, to see if there 
was not some intimation of what the gentleman 
‘rom Massachusetts threw out ia the course of his 
speech. Mr. M. read as follows: 


“Tf a storm is brewing between the Whigs and the Calhoun 
men, the Administration has only to remain tranquil; and if 


the people will only unhorse the leaders, no man would be so 
eirong as Joho Tyier.” 


Ail this, Mr. M. said, went to establish the es- 
seruon of the gentleman from Massachusetty—tha 
Mr. Tyler was creating a division in the Demo- 
crate ranks, in his own favor. We have heard 
(said Mr. M.) the confessions of the North wing 
of the party; bdt we have heard nothing, as yet, 
from the Sovihern wing. He trusted that, before 
this debate closed, they should hear the confessions 
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ocratic party certainly showed some sigas of their 
defeat. Why did they keep so many candidates in 
the field? Why did they not bring out their man, 
and advocate his pretetisions to the Presidency? It 
was said that they were waiting for a national con- 
vention to reconcile their differences about men, 
and concentrate the opinions of the party on some 
particular candidate. He would not venture upon 
a prophecy; but there was one thing he should not 
be surprised at—and that was, that, when the con- 
vention should be held, they should nominate Dan- 
iel Webster for the Presidency, and John C. Spen- 
cer for the Vice Presidency—who, according to the 
Kentucky resolutions, which he had just read, bad 
casia halo of glory around the principles of De- 
mocracy. 

As be remarked when he set out, he voted for 
the bankrupt bill, and voted for its repeal; but be 
should now vote against the repeal. Numbers 
had taken the benefit of the bankrupt act, who had 
been driven to it because their debtors first availed 
themselves of it, and in this way drove them to 
bankruptey. It would be cruel and unjust, there- 
fore, to deprive them of the benefits of the act, af- 
ter they had been ruined by its operation. He 
should, therefore, vote against the repeal on these 
grounds, if there were no others to sustain it. Mr. 
M., in conclusion, contended that the act did not 
in its operations violate existing contracts, and 
was not an ex post facto law in the meaning of the 
Constitution. 

Mr. PICKENS ¢esired to detain the House but 
a few moments in relation to this subject. He 
was aware that it bad been sufficiently discussed, 
and he would be pleased to see an early action 
upon it. Were he to legislate according to the 
feelings of his heart, and the sympatbies of his na- 
ture, he would not deny to those unfortunates who 
seek for the benefits of this law the relief that it 
would give ihem. The gentleman from Louisiana, 
{Mr. Dawson,] the only Democrat who voted for 
this law, said the other day all that could be said 
in its favor. He confessed (Mr. P. said) that all 
the sympathies of his nature were deeply roused 
by the gentleman’s warm-bearted and feeling ad- 
dress; but he did not stand here to legislate accord- 
ing to his feelings, nor to give relief to a particular 
class, at the expense of the Constitution of his 
country. He did not mean to say that a bankrupt 
law could not be framed in accordance with the 
Constitution; and this brought him to the remark 
of the gentleman from Georgia on this part of the 
subject. The gentleman asked why this law 
shouid now be repealed, since the Constitution 
gave to Congress the express power to pass a bank- 
rupt law. He agreed with the gentleman that the 
power was given in the Constitution, but he al- 
ways considered it as the most dangerous one that 
could be exercised. That, and the clause giving 
the power to regulate commerce, were the most 
dangerous and uncertain powers in the Constitu- 
tion—powers of which he always thought that Con- 
gress should be exceedingly cautious, and strict in 
their construction when exercising them. When the 
tramers of the Constitution inserted the provision in 
it in relation to bankruptey, they must have had in 
view i's meaning as it was then snderstood 
from Epglish law and English decisions. Ali 
know the statute of Henry VIII, and how 
extremely limited it was in its provisions. It 
was intended to apply to swindlers, and dishonest 
traders enly who become bankrupt, and to make 
them place their asscts at the disposal of their 
creditors. ‘That law was the foundation of al! the 
English laws on the subject made since that time; 
aud there was some doubt whether they had noi 
done more barm than good. If, then, there were 
just grounds for compiaint against.the system 
ina country of limited extent like England, 
with a consolidated Government, bow much mere 
likely would it be to operate injuriously in ac un- 
try like ours, of diversity of interests and pursuits, 
and of twenty-six independent sovereignties? 

Mr. P., after some further remarks, went on to 
argue against the principle of voluntary bankrupt- 
ey in the present law. He knew that it had been 


said that there was but litle difference between an 
insolvent law and a bankrupt law, and the opinion 
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o1 thts axsamption; bat Mr. P. contended that there 
was a brvad distinction between them. The jp. 
solvent law was intended for the benefit of the 
debtor; while the bankrupt law was intended for 
the benefit of the creditor, and to provide that the 
assets of his debtor should be paid over for his use. 
Now, when a bankrupt law coniained within it the 
voluntary principle of bankruptcy, allowing the 
debtor at his option to relieve himself from his ob. 
ligations to his creditors, it was nothing but an jn. 
solvent law, and, therefore, entirely out of the 
meaning of the clause in the Constitution referred 
to. He would, therefore, make the act, if he 
passed one at all, in strict conformity with the 
meaning of bankruptcy, as it was understood at the 
time the provison on the subject was inserted 
in the Constitution: the meaning of bankrupicy, 
as laid down in Blackstone, was precisely the 
one that he would be goverend by. He 
thought that the present law was uncon- 
stitutional;because it clearly interfered with existing 
contracts, and clearly an cx post facto law; and he 
held that gentlemen who supported it were bound 
to argue that Congress had a right to interfere with 
contracts, and make an ez post facto law. In fact, 
agentieman at the Jast session did take such 
grounds; and what was his argument? Why, that 
Congress could interfere with contracts, because 
the power was prohibited to the Siates. This was 
a perfect solecism, 2nd an argument he never ex- 
pected to bave heard. He had thought that this 
was a Government of limited powers, and confined 
within the provisions of a written Constitution, 
But, if such doctrines prevailed, it would sweep 
within the powers of the Federal Government ail 
the contracts within the country, all the relations 
between debtor and crediter, and nearly all the 
transactions of private life. Were gentlemen 
aware of the tremendons powers they claimed for 
the Federal Government, by adopting such an ar- 
gument as this? Credit and confidence between 
man and man would be broken up. No man 
would trust his neighbor; and all business would 
be destroyed, if it should be decided that the Fed- 
eral Government could siep in and interfere with 
contracts, releasing the debtor from the obligations 
he had entered into, and thereby depriving the 
creditor of a portion of his property. If gentlemen 
took iton this ground, they were compelled to take 
the argument that this Government can interfere 
with contracts, and pass ex post faelo laws. It 
was a power that would shake the very foundations 
of civilized society; and, of course, it was not granted 
te this Government by the framers of the Constitu- 
tion. It was on this ground principally that he was 
in favor of a repeal of the law. It bad been argued 
thal it should be retained, because all the harm 
that could be done under it had been done already, 
and that there were numbers who, having been 
driven into bankruptcy by it, were now, in justice, 
entitled to its benefits. Much had been said to ex- 
cite the commiseration of the House for this class 
of unfortunate persons. Though he loved the al- 
tribute of mercy, he was still bound to do justice. 
He would not do evil that good might follow. He 
was for doing equal and exact justice to all, and 
would not, for the sake of indulging in the kindly 
feelings of his nature, trample en the Constitution 
of bis country. Mr. P. next wentinto ano argu 
ment against the proposition of the gentleman from 
New York, to include banks and other corpora- 
tions in the provisions of the bankrupt law. He 
asked if the gentleman had reflected on the alarm- 
ing consequences that would follow the successiul 
termination of his motion. What, he asked, would 
be left to the Siates, if this proposition should be 
carried into effec? Their churches, their railroads, 
their school corporations, and private chartered 
companies of every description, would be swept 
away. He was as much oppesed to banks as aby 
gentleman on that floor, and had assailed 
them with all the energies of which he was 
capable, when other gentlemen, who were now 
so ready to attack them, quailed under their 
power. He was utterly and irrecoacilably op 
pused to them; but he would not, for the sake of 
getting at them, sweep away that noble instrument, 
on which our liberties rest. Look at Alabama, 


———— 
whose St 
Look at 
ested in | 
to be pla 
Eastern | 
ropicy 4 
What w 
the bank 
were gel 


"Northert 


be place 
land. 
troduce | 
the Unit 
East, ha 
at their | 
to say 01 
briefly ¢ 
been bre 
The | 
day mac 
member 
press. 
gentlem 
charged 
by the | 
of the G 
of susla 
pulling 
could 01 
such di 
gentlem 
opposit 
ciel 
be dive 
pies ha 
favor. 
tion, at 
try and 
to any 4 
he had 
United 
charact 
and tra 
(Mr. P 
He ' 
selts, 
in the 
would 
that h 
cratic 
cause 
man | 
violent 
full of 
had sl 
gentler 
guard) 
he (M. 
be rob! 
gratule 
trath, 
truth; 
might; 
be sai 
Greek 
nature 
With | 
trappi 
They 
under 


Vision 
ions | 
and j 
least 









whose State Bank is a part of her financial system. 

at South Carolina, which was largely inter- 
ested in her banks. Would gen'lemen have these 
to be placed at the mercy oi the Northern and 
Eastern banks, !o sue out commissions of bank- 
ropicy against them, and drag them cown to juin? 
What would be the effect of such a provision on 
the banks of the South and Southwest? Exchang's 
were generally against them, and in fevor of the 
‘Northern and Northeastern banks, 2ad they would 
be placed atthe feet of New York and New Eng- 
jand. The provision the gentleman sought to in- 
trodace would be, in effect, a tremendous bank of 
the United States, with branches in the North and 
East, having the power to ruin the Southern banks 
at their pleasure. Having said all that he intended 
to say on the bill before the House, he would now 
briefly touch on the incidental subject that had 
been brought forward in the debate. 


The gentleman from Massachusetts the other 
day made a very extraordinary speech; and that 
speech had been quoted variously by different 
members on that floor, as well as by the public 
press. He did not know that he understood the 
gentleman exactly; but if he meant to say (as 
charged against him by several gentlemen, and 
by the newspapers) that the power and patronage 
of the Government were to be held for the purpose 
of sustaining the Administration in office, and for 
pulling down and putting up political aspirants, he 
could only say to the gentleman that he trampled 
such doctrines with scorn under his feet. The 
gentleman knew that he (Mr. P.) stood up here in 
opposition to power aud patronage, when it re- 
quired some nerve to do so; and he now could not 
be diverted from the line of conduct his princi- 
ples had marked out for him, either by fear or 
favor. He wanted nothing from any Administra- 
tion, and would fearlessly dohis duty to his coun- 
try and the people he represented, without looking 
to any Administration for its approbation. Not that 
he had any objection te the present President of the 
United Siatesn; on the contrary, he respected his 
character and his integrity. He had been abused 
and traduced grossly and unjustly, and he had his 
(Mr. P.’s) sympathies on that account. 

He would say to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, that he rejoiced to see him standing 
in the position in which he now stood. He 
would do the gentleman the credit of sayirg 
that he had always had a leaning to Demo- 
cratic principles. [A laugh.} He had great 
cause to congratulate the country, and the genile- 
man himself, that, atthough he had been the most 
violent ultra—though he hed been actually so 
full of rancorous abuse, that even he (Mr P.) 
had shuddered with fear, [laughter,]—\bough the 
gentleman and a colleague of his (another of the 
guard) had been so violent in denunciation that 
he (Mr. P.) had actually shuddered lest he should 
be robbed of-his seat—yet he bad now canse to con- 
gratulate them that they had at last embraced the 
trath. He did not believe they were leaving the 
truth; because, according to the adage, “truth was 
mighty and would prevail,” and that could hardly 
be said of the cause they were leaving. The 
Greeks well understood the frailty of poor human 
nature. They represented the Goddess of Wisdom 
with a crown upon her head, clothed with the 
trappings of power, and sitting in imperial state. 
They sought to make her attractive. They well 
understood nature when'they represented Wisdom 
invested with the trappings and symbols of power. 


He would not say the gentlemen only loved truth | 


because presented to them in this form; but he 
would say this—that those gentlemen with whom 
be (Mr. Pickens) acted, acted upon broad princi- 
Pies: and, as to the divisions which were supposed 
to exist in the Republican party, he knew nothing 
of them. He did not believe that any serious di- 
visions existed. He believed there were no divis- 
tons but such as might be reconciled, with prudence 
and judgment. He could see no cause for thé 
least want of harmony. ‘They stood upon the 
broad frinciples of the Constitution. 

He would tell the gentlemen, that one of the 
Principles upon which he would not be found har- 
Monizing with them, was the question of free trade. 

bank question he considered dead; but, as to 
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tais question of free trade, he would tell the gentle- 


men—those who may come into power—let them 
c me in as they may, the banner of free trade will 
wave, whether on the part of the Administration 
or of the opposition. ose principles which were 
identified with the best interests of the country 
would prevail. 

Did they ask for favor? No, sir. He could as- 
sure them, (and there were gentlemen there who 
knew the fact,) that if he had thought proper to 
fawn and flatter, he could have borne the trappings 
of office; but he scorned to dress himself in the 
livery of any man, he cared not what power or 
what patronage he might wield. He went for bis 
country—for the Constitation of -his country—the 
constitution and rights of South Carolina against 
the world. [A laugh.] He would be unworthy 
of the place he occupied, if he could have suffered 
his mouth to be muzzled. He contended not for 
the sake of paltry, party triumph. No: he scorned, 
he despised the thought; it was for thoce great prin- 
ciples which it had been the pride and glory of his 
life to contend for. 

As for the divisions in the Whig party, he knew 
nothing about them; others were better informed. 
He could only say that he felt a sincere sympathy 
for them. They came into power under the most 
abandoned and profligate principles; and now they 
were abont to be dissolved, without much regard 
to principle. [Laughter.] In reply to the famous 
Kentucky orator, he would say they (ihe Whigs) 
were standing aghast at the handwriting on the 
wall which proclaimed their guilt. 


Mr. PROFFIT said he presumed no man, read- 
ing the reports of the debates in that House, could 
suppose that they were discussing the bankrupt 
bill. He could tell them what the feeling of the 
country was in relation to the repeal of the bank- 
rupt law,and in regard to the insincerity which 
had marked the proceedings of the majority there. 
The ,bankrupt biil had always been in a minority; 
it was Jaid on the table by 13 or 17 votes; and 
afterwards taken up by means of a caucus, and 
passed by a minority—five members standing be- 
hind the columns, and refusing to vote. The bill 
passed against the known will of the people of the 
United States—against the will of those who sent 
the members of that House to Congress. And 
he would tell those gentlemen, by whose votes 
it passed, that, when they returoed home and 
met their constituents face to face, they found 
that it was tor their interest to retarn here, and 
vete for its repeal, before it could go fairly into 
effect. They now found themselves called upon 
by the country to repeal the bankropt jaw. They 
were now in the very same condition that they were 
in last year, in regard to the pay of members. All 
were in favor of the 1epeal of the bill, and yet 
they could never get a dozen votes in its favor. 
If gentlemen supposed the people would not un- 
derstand them, they were greatly mistaken. He 
would now say a word to the Democratic party; 
for, thank God, he stood in a situation where he 
cared not wheiher he pleased or displeased either 
party. [A laugh.) He had said so at home, and 
he repeated ithere. A plague on the heads of 
both. He would now tell the gentlemen what was 
the condition of the Democratic party. Every man 
of them was anxious to bave the bill passed, 
but did not want to take the responsibility of voting 
for its repeal; desiring to throw all the odium pos- 
sible on the Whig party for having voted. for its 
passage. And now they say you do not intend to 
repeal it, but intend to keep up the divisions and 
dissensions which exist here. He would say, then, 
to the Democrats, Do not, when yon go home, 
charge it upon the Whig party that they were un- 
willing to repeal the law. You know that ycu 
said at the last session you were opposed to it; if 
so, walk up; let us have no humbugging; walk up 
to the work, and repeal it. He (Mr. P.) clearly 
saw that the law was not going to be repealed in 
that House; and the only hopes he bad, were, thata 
bill would come from the Senate for its repeal. 

Gentlemen said, strike cut the voluntary 
clause. But did not gentlemen see _ that 
that would be perfectly wseless? Did they 
not suppose that it would be an easy thing for a 
man to go to some good ‘ricnd, and say, Foree me 
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into bankruptey?: Might not a men compel his cre:'- 
wor to drive him into involuctary bankruptcy? 
All sys'ems connected wih this sort of buriness 
were liable t» fraud. He believed he had spoken 
very plainly in regard to this matter, He held it 
to be the duty of every Democrat in that House to 
walk right up end vole for the repeal of thebi!). 
He believed that nine out of ten of all parties 
were really in favor of its repeal. He had not 
impugned the motives of any one; be had bul er- 
pressed bis own opinions. 

He had heard a good deal abeut putting up 
tbe Administration at auctton. He weal! ask the 
gentlemen what they had to cfler them in case they 





; Should come forward and repeal the bankrupt law? 


It was the most laughable thing he hed ever heard 
of. Whatwould the gentlemen give them? Did 
they mean to go upon the eredit system? Me (Mr. 
P.) was not disposed to sell bimself apon oredit. 
{Langhter.] He wou'd tell the Whigs bow it was 
possible for them as a party, having among them 
men of intelligence, of tact, of ingenuity, to permit 
themselves to be drawn into such a debate as this. 
Would they acknowledge that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Cusnina] might, at any time he 
chose, draw them into a debate which mast end in 
their defeat as a party?) They had been accused of 
wasting the time of the Mou-e; bat to allow such 
a debate as this to go on, and to continue, day attr 
day, talking about Captain Tyler snd Democracy, 
without doing anything, was the greatest abase of 
time that had yet cecurred. He gave them his 


advice freely: he did not intend to charge them . 


anything for it. [A laugh.] There were some 
few on whom the responsibility would fall: they 
could gain nothing by it politically—they could not 
injure the Administration. They might butt their 
heads against it; but they would be hkely to get 
their brains knocked out, if they had any. [A 
laugh.] When he acted with the Whig party, he 
never fought with shadows—he had sought out 
the substances, and combatted them. The over- 
throw of that party he should attribu'e to his hav- 
ing left them. [A laugh} 


He knew not exac'ly what the gentieman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Cusuina] intended to intimate, 
in the declaration made by him to the Housea 
few days since; but he knew that his friend had 
some peculiarities of expression. [Langhter.] He 
wished he could imitate his compressing awd con- 
densing power of style; for his friend from Massa- 
chusetts could put into one sentence what other 
men would occupy a whole specch with. But was 
it wonderfal that he should have said that persons 
cennected with this Administraton would have 
something to say iu the next presidential election? 
Did gentlemen suppose that his (Mr. P.'s) tongue 
could be kept still? [Laughter.] Pid they sap- 
pose that Daniel Webster would say nothing?— 
that man whom they were constantly braying at as 
wolves atthe moon? ([Laughter.] Did they sop- 
pose that John C. Spencer would say notbing?— 
that his friends from Massachusetts, [Mr. Cosnina} 
Virginia, (Mr. Wist,) and himself, as well as 
others, would say nothing? [Laughter] They— 
he could assure the gentlemsn—were accustomed 
to have something to say; and he hoped they would 
not be denied that poor, privilege. He cared not 
who might be the c*ndidate, nor how much might 
be said about political consistency or inconsist- 
ency. 

He then went into a series of reminiscences of 
scenes in the House during the late campaign— 
the calling of the previous question—the course 
pursued by the gentleman from South Carolina 
{ Mir. Pickens] in that contest—the remarks make 
by Messrs. Vanderpcel and Droagocle.. He 
next proceeded to comment upon an article in the 
November namber of the Democratic Review, in 
which the exchequer was condemned, and the re-es- 
tablishment of the sub-treasury recommended with 
mecifieaticns. This writer in the Democratic Re- 
view, who always wrote with sense, proposed that 
there should be a separate vault in the sub-trease- 
ry for private deposites; certificates to be sold. ata 
small premium, in order to “ accommodate the 
people.” Hence,he drew the inference that ihe 
exchequer, in its essential features, was popular 
with the Demccratio party. 
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Mach had been said about political inconsist- 
ency and changes. How had the Whig party 
got into power, but by constant accessions from 
the Democratic party of men who were badly 
treated, or dissatisfied? The Democratic party 
‘were coming into power; bat it was not the power 
they wanted. They would have a majority in the 
next Congress; but they would die on congressional! 
power, unless they could get some executive pow- 
er. [Laughier.} How could they get power, un- 
less from changes? They would not reject an old 
Jarmer who bad come up to vote for them, andac- 
koowledged that he had always been in error be- 
fore. Everything intended to operate on public 
sentiment was to produce change. What else but 
political changes had produced the revolution of 
26,000 votes in Ohio, 14,000 in Maine, and so on 
is other States? It was, then, idle to talk about 
political instability and inconsistency, when public 
sentiment so much depended on the wisdom and 
prudence of those in power. 

He did not go for merging with the Democratic 
party. He, however, claimed to be a Republican 
Democrat, and always would be. The ticket 
which he voted had Harrison and Tyler on it, and 
headed “Democratic Whig” ticket. [Laughter.] 
Bat many of those who supported that ucket knew 
mot, until it got in power, whether it was Demo- 
cratic or not. 

When the next election came, though he did 
mot expect to gst a Jeffersonian Democrat fully 
after his own heart, yet he would take the best he 
could get. ({Laughter] It woui' not be in his 

wer to go oul and cull flowers of his own choosing. 
f he understocd the wishes of the present Admin- 
istration, it was desirous and anxious to go out of 
power with a good name. Ina few years, most of 
the speeches now made here would be forgotten, 
and with them would have passed away the excite- 
ment and asperities of the scenes now passing 
around them. Then, the country would look to 
the records for the acts of the present Administra- 
tion; and he believed that it would be imperisha- 
bly recorded as having honorably settled every 
question with which it was charged when it came 
imto power “without a party.” Its very success 
would arise from the circumstance of its having 
no party. Did any one believe that the treaty 
with Eogland could have passed the Senate, had 
the President been possessed of the support of a 
party in that body? Had the Democracy been ina 
majority, and a Whig President, they would have 
said, ‘‘this treaty will favor our opponents; !et us 
reject it.” So, also, if the case were reversed. But 
John Tyler held the executive power; and, having 
no party in the Senate, the resultwas 39 to 9. He 
(Mr. P.) thanked God that such a state of facts 
existed as a President without a party. Upon this 
he predicated his prophecy that the Oregon ques- 
tion would be settled by this Administration; the 
Mexican claims setiled; and mavy other public 
questions, which had long agitated the public mind, 
browght toaclose. All he asked was, that gentle. 
men would not forystall quegjions of public policy. 
Keep sti!l, and, bis word for it, the Administration 
would come out in triumph. 

He concluded by declaring it as his conviction 
that it was the daty of all those who were in favor 
of the repeal of the baffkrupt law, to come up 
and so vote; instead of giving to the country the 
idea that Congress could not pass a single measure 
of importance without incessant cavil, 

Mr. GORDON next obtained the floor, but 
yielded it to a motion for an adjournment. 

The House then adjourned, at a quarter past 3 
o'clock, 





IN SENATE. 


Trurspay, January 5, 1843. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from 
William De Puyster, now of the Staie of New 
York, but lately of the Territory of Fiorida, pray- 
ing compensation for a cettain slave taken inio the 
service of the United States by the commanding 
officer in Florida, and sent to Arkansas with the 
ewigraling Seminoles: referred to the Commiliee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
the Philadelphia Board of Trade, signed by the 


president and secretary, in favor of the warehous- 
ing system;,which, on motion of Mr. B, was, in 
connexion with three memorials upon the same 
subject heretofore presented by him and laid on 
the table, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented three memorials 
from New York, remonstrating against the repeal 
of the bankrupt act; which were referred to the Ju- 
diciary Committee. 


OBSTRUCTIONS IN THE MISSISSIPPI 
IV 


Mr. McROBERTS presented a memorial from 
citizens of Illinois, nomerously signed, asking Con- 
gress to adopt an efficient system, and to appropri- 
a'e means, to remove the snags aad other obstruc- 
tions to the navigation of the Mississippi river. 

Mr. McR, remarked that the memorial contain- 
ed some specific information in regard to the losses 
of boats and property, at places called the ‘‘Grave- 
yard” and “Goose island,” in the Mississippi riv- 
er, and both of which places were within the lim- 
its of Illinois—losses which bad occurred within a 
few months past, and which, from their magnitude, 
presented a subject for the gravest consideration. 
The losses at those places and others on the river 
inclade the following list of boats: 


1. The Mentor, sunk at Goose island—boat and 
cargo a total loss. 

2. The New Orleans, sunk at Goose is'and— 
boat and cargo a total loss. 

3. The Pre-emption, sunk at Goose island—the 
boat a total loxs, and most of the cargo. 

4. The Robert T. Lytle, sunk at Goose island— 
the boat since raised; the cargo lost. 

5. The Eliza, sunk at Goose island—boat and 
cargo, and thirty lives lost. 

6. The Fort Pitt, sunk near Goose island—boat 
a total loss, and part of the cargo. 

7. The Louisville, (which was used as a lighter 
to the Eclipse,) lost near the mouth of the Ohio— 
boat total loss, and part of the cargo. 

8. The Osage Valley, sunk at same place as the 
Louisville—boat a total loss, and part of the cargo. 

9. The Jobn Perry, sunk at island 14, below the 
mouth of the Ohio—boat and cargo total! loss, with 
the exception of the machinery. 

10. The Louisa, sunk between St. Louis and the 
mouth of the Ohio—whether she would be a total 
loss, is not stated. 

11. The North Alabama, snagged and sunk near 
Natchez, said to have been loaded with cotton—a 
total loss. f 

12. The Glaucus, sunk above St. Louis, on her 
way to Galena—boat and cargo a total loss. 

13, 14, and 15. Tae Winchester, the Fair Play, 
and the Lawrence, lost in the Ohio, above its con- 
fluence with the Mississippi. 

16 The iron steamer Valley Forge, snagged and 
sunk at the “Graveyard” or Goose island. 


In addition to this list are to be added the Transit, 
Queen of the Wes', Vicksburg, General Pratt, 
Neptune, Lebanon, and Corvette; besides others, 
the names of which are not stated in this memo- 
rial. 

In a memorial from citizens of St. Louis, it is 
stated that, in less than five weeks during the last 
fall, boats and property were lost between St. 
Louis and Cairo, amounting totwo hundred and 
thirty-four thousand dollars. 

The losses, since the period referred to, and 
those at other places on the Mississippi, Ohio, and 
Red rivers, would, in all probability, swell the 
sum to half a million—and this in a period of less 
than six months. The magnitude of the losses 
has become alarming, and has seriously affec'ed 
the value of steamboat property. 


Mr. McR. said that, aecording to a statement 
recently published, it appeared that there were 
about one hundred steamboats regularly employed 
in the trade of the Mississippi as high up as St. 
Louis and Alton; and that, of this number, tweaty- 
three were lost in 1841, and nearly as many bave 
been lost in the same trade the present rear. He 
said the appropriations made at the last session 
had enabled the department to put some of the 
snag-boats in repair, and to commence operations; 
but that much more méans were required, and 
the establishment of an efficient system to afford 
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protection to the commerce upon our great Westery 
rivers. : 

He believed that, in the adoption of the system 
and in the execution of the work, the experience 
captains of steamboats were the men who would bes 
accomplish it. The practical knowledge which 
they possess of the river, and which they have 
acquired by years of experience, and their intre. 
pidity of character, render them better qualified 
than any other classef men. He would prefer to 
see them employed; but, be that as it may, he 
hoped an ample appropriation would be made; 
and that, at all practicable seasons of the year, the 
work would be vigorously provecuted. 

The petition was, on his motion, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
to which had been referred the bill from the 
House entitled “An act for the relief of the 
owners, officers, and crew of the armed brig War. 
rior, and their legal representatives,” made a report 
recommending that the bill do not pass; which re. 
port was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SMITH of Ia., from the Committee on Pab. 
lic Lands, reported back, without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that it do pass, the House 
bill for the relief of Elisha Moreland, William M. 
Kennedy, Robert J. Kennedy, and Mason E. 
Lewis. 

Also, from the same committee, to which had 
been referred the petition of the citizens of Scot 
county, Arkansas, praying a donation of land for 
the county seatof said county, reported that the 
object of the petition was provided for in the gen- 
eral law,and asked that the committee be dis- 
charged; which was done. 

Also, reported back from the same committee, 
with an amendment, the bill to authorize the Le- 
gislatures of Illinois, Arkansas, Louisiana, and 
Tennessee to sell the school lands heretofore ap. 
propriated for the use of schools in those States. 

Also, reported back, without amendment, the 
bill to authorize the sale of school lJands in the 
State of Illinois, and to legalize such sales as have 
been made prior to the passage of this act, and 
recommending that it be indefinitely postponed; 
the bill immediately preceding having been so 
amended by the committee as to embrace the ob- 
jects of this bill. 


Mr. GRAHAM, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported back without amendment, and with a rec- 
ommendation that they do pass, the following bills 
from the House, viz: 

The bill for the relief of Peter Lionberger. 

The bill for the relief of John R. Delany. 

Toe bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Captain Samuel} Shannon, deceased. 

The bill for the relief of Cornelius Wilson and 
James Carter; and 

The bil! for the relief of James M. Morgan. 


Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, reported adversely on the claim 
of George Burke, for bounty land for revolution- 
ary services; which was ordered to be printed. 

The following resolution, heretofore submitted 
by Mr. Buchanan, was taken up and adopted, viz: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to 
communicate to the Senate any report which may have been 
made to him, or to the Solicitor ofthe Treasury, by the United 
States attorney for the qastern district of Pennsylvania, in rela- 
tion to the cloth cases, recently tried in that district, involving 
forfeitures consequent upon the violation of the revenue laws 


The following resolution, heretofore submitted 
by Mr. Smita of Indiana, was taken up and adop- 
ted, viz: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed | 
report to the Senate, in as concise a form as may be practi: 
cable: 

J}. The amountof the public debt at the close of the war % 
the Revolution, and the amount paid by the Federal Govern 
ment for the individual States, fur the expenditures incurred in 
that war. 

2. The amount of the public debt at the close of the late war 
with Great Britain; and the amount of the public debt at the 
close of each Administration of the Federal Government. 

3. The amount remaining in the treasury at the close of each 
Administration. ee 

4. The gross amount of the receipts of each Administratioo— 
distinguishing between the receipts from imports, public lands, 
and other sources. : 

5. The grossamount of the expenditures of each Admin 
tration—distinguishing between the amount paid in discharge 
ofthe public ceht, and for other purpores. 

6. The amount deposited with the States, severally. > 

7, The gross amount of continental paper money issued by 
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the Federal Government, and the amount of the same redeemed 
py the Government. 

8 The present public debt of the United States, in gross. 

9 The present public debt of Great Britain, in gross.§ 

10 The gross amount of exportsand of imports of the United 
Siates, during each Administration of the Federal Govern- 


t 
7 What nations have funded their public debt, or the debts 
of their citizens, under the original par value thereof, or at a 
diminished rate of interest, and the terms of such funding. 


Mr. BENTON submitted the following revolu- 
won: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to communicate to the Senatea reportof the exports and im- 

rts of gold and silver coin and bullion, annually, from the 

h June, 1834, to the end of the last year. 

Mr. WOODBURY suggested to the mover of 
the resolution the propriety of so modifying it as to 
distinguish between the exports and imports of 
foreign and domestic coin. The resolution only 
calls for the exports and imports of gold and 
silver coin, without regard to whether foreign or 
domestic. The Senate might not be aware of it, 
but there was at least $2,000,000 of domestic coin 
exported annually. 

Mr. BENTON, in accordance with the sug- 
gestion, modified his resolution by adding, at the 
end thereof, the words “distinguishing between 
foreign and domestic coin.” It was then adopted. 


CAROLINE AFFAIR. 


The resolution introduced by Mr. Rives on yes- 
terday, calling upon the President of the United 
States to communicate to the Senate, (if not incom- 
patible with the public interest, ) all the correspond- 
ence between the American Minister at London 
and others, in relation to the destruction of the 
Caroline, was taken up for consideration. 

Mr. RIVES said it was proper, perhaps, to say 
a single word as to the particular object he had in 
view in presenting the resolution. It was in the 
recollection of the Senate, that a great deal of cor- 
respondence, touching this subject, of a very im- 
portant character, was before this body, in secret 
session. In several of the published speeches on 
this treaty, partial extracts had been made from 
that correspondence. Asa matter of justice to all 
concerned, it was due that the whole correspond- 
ence should be communicated, and that they should 
not be judged by partial extracts therefrom: In 
all candor and fairness towards those concerned, it 
was due that it should be published entire; and he 
saw no reason why the whole should not be com- 
municated to the Senate, for that purpose. 

‘The resolation was then adopted. 

/ The following resolution, introduced by Mr. 
Barrow, on yesterday, was taken up, and agreed 
to, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
communicate to the Senate the evidence in his possession 
showing that depredations of a most ruinous kind are being 
daily committed on the navy timber growing on the public 
lands; and that our own people are daily selling to our Govern- 
ment live-oak timber, which they take from the public lands; 
and also such proof as may be in his possession tending to 
show that any foreign Government has, by contracts with any 
of our citizens, obtained supplies of live oak, cut from the pub- 
lic land; and, also, inform the Senate what additional grants of 
power and means to the officers of Government are, in his 
Opinion, necessary to complete the preservation, for national 
uses, of the live-oak timber growing on the public lands in the 
State of Louisiana and the Territory of Fiotida, 

House bill entitled ‘An act to amend the act es- 
tablishing a district court at Wheeling, Va.,” was 
read twice, and referred to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee. 
The bill declaring the assent of Congress to the 
State of Illinois to impose a tax on all lands sold 
in that State from and after the time of such sale, 
was read the second time. 


THE BRITISH TREATY AND THE !RED 
LINES. 


Mr. WALKER rose and observed that, before 
the morning hour passed away, he desired to make 
abrief statement in relation to a matier which he 
understood the attention of the Senate was called 
to yesterday; and, during the discussion of which, 
he had been appealed to by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, (Mr. Rives,] as to a conversation which he 
had bad with him on his arrival at the beginning 
of the present session. He alluded to the subject 
of the maps brought forward last session, in secret 
Session, while the treaty with Great Britain was 
under discussion; one of which maps was referred 
to by the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Rives,) and 
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the other by the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Ben- 
tw] He understood that the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, yesterday, in connexion with the re- 
marks which he had made, referred to him (Mr. 
WaLKER) as entertaining, on one point of the 
controversy between him and the Senator from 
Missouri, concurrent recollections and impressions 
of what occurred at the time of the discussion in 
secret session particulai!y referred to by the latier 
Senator. That point was in relation to the object 
and purpose for which the Senator from Missouri 
introduced the old French map of 1784, from Mr. 
Jefferson’s collection in the library of Congress. 
The Senator from Virginia, he understood, refer- 
red to a conversation with him lately in confirma- 
tion of this, The conversation alluded to, he re- 
collected, occurred the day after he took bis seat in 
the Senate. His friend from Virgivia asked him 
if he had seen the printed speech of the Senator 
from Missouri, on the subject of the treaty. He 
replied that he had not. He then asked if he (Mr. 
W.) had, at the time of the discussion, understood 
the Senator from Missouri as introducing the old 
French map of 1784, from Mr. Jefferson’s collec- 
tion in the library, with a view of rebutting the 
map referred to by Mr. Sparks, on the supposition 
of its being Dr. Franklin’s map, which indicated 
by a red line the northeastern boundary of the 
United States. He (Mr. W.) replied that he did 
understand the Senator from Missouri as intro- 
ducing the old French map, with the view of re- 
butting the statement of Mr. Sparks, that the line 
marked on the map found by him in the archives of 
the foreign department in France, was made by 
Dr. Franklin. 

The Senator from Virginia also asked him 
(Mr. W.) if he recollected whether, at the time of 
the discussion on that point, his impression was 
that the Senator from Missouri had or had not suc- 
ceeded in effecting the object and purpose for which 
he produced the old French map; and, as well as 
he (Mr. W.) recollected, he replied that it was his 
impression that the old French map proved noth- 
ing: that, standing by itself, if it proved anything 
at all, it would be rather more unfavorable to the 
claim of the United States than anything else. 
He (Mr. W.) reiterated to the Senator what he 
had during the discussion ingecret sesion repeated- 
ly asserted—that the map referred to by Mr. Sparks 
never did belong to Dr. Franklin, and most prob- 
ably never had been seen by him. Now, as re- 
gards the object or purpose with which the Senator 
from Missouri introduced the old French map, all 
he could do was merely to give his opinion, and to 
State the impressions left on his mind by what oc- 
curred at the time. And, first, with regard to the 
dispute as to the time the Senator introduced the 
map, he should say that it was his opinion, that 
when the subject of Mr. Spark’s communication 
was mentioned by the Senator from Virginia, the 
Senator from Missouri produced this map, to rebut 
the statement of Mr. Sparks, and most especially 
the presumption that the red line alluded to by Mr. 
Sparks was made dy Dr. Franklin. The Senator 
from Missouri pointed to the red line on the French 
map, to show that the same line was marked on 
other maps besides that alluded to by Mr. Sparks. 
That line, in fact, was on all the old French maps, 
and indicated merely the boundary of Canada 
claimed by the French when it was in their posses- 
sion. 


Mr. BENTON. I not only produced it for that 
purpose, but to show tbat the great secret was no 
secret at all; and I proclaimed the “broad, sirong 
red line” aloud from my seat. 

Mr. WALKER resumed. He thought that the 
Senator not only proclaimed it aloud, but, in an 
emphatic manner, used the expression “here is the 
bloody red mark.”” He (Mr. W.) did not think the 
old French map of 1784 sustained the presump- 
tion that the red mark on the map found by Mr. 
Sparks was either made by Dr. Franklin, or in- 
tended to indicate the boundary line between the 
United States and the British territory. 

There were reasons, probably well known to 
the Senate, why be (Mr. W.) should have his 
attention arrested by any mention of the name of 
Dr. Franklin. When, therefore, the Senator from 
Virginia, during the discussion in secret session, 
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had introduced the subject of Mr. Sparks’s com- 
munication, the moment the name of that distin- 
guished patriot was mentioned, his (Mr. W.’s) 
attention was aroused. As soon as an opportunity 
was afforded, he rose and stated that it was,not 
his purpose to make a speech; but that he had 
risen with a view of eatering his protest agaias: 
the inference that the map found by Mr. Sparks 
was the one referred to in. Dy. Franklin’s pote 
quoted by him. He then took the ground that it 
could not be the marked boundary made by Dr. 
Franklin; and sustained this position by reference 
to the treaty which Dr. Franklin bad drawn up 
himself but a few days previous. He even pointed 
out to the Senator from Virginia the impossibility 
of reconciling that red line with the description of 
the boundary line given in the treaty drawn up 
by Dr. Franklin, and which he must have referred 
to in the note quoted by Mr. Sparks. ‘The red line 
on the map did not run one inch to the north, and 
therefore could not answer to the description of 
the boundary line given by Dr. Franklin. His 
friend from Virginia [Mr. Rives] seemed particu- 
larly struck with this view of the matter. He rose 
in his place, and doubted that such could be the 
case; but he (Mr. W.) showed bisn that it was, and 
immediately demonstrated to him that the red line 
did not run one solitary inch to the north, but took 
i's course due east. Now, it was very well known 
that Dr. Franklin’s great anxiety was to extend the 
boundary lime of the United States as far north as 
it was possible to extend it. How, then, could it 
be reconciled to this well-established fact, that, in- 
stead of keeping up to the words of the treaty, he 
should so far sacrifice the rights of the United 
States as to draw a line on the map which did not 
run noth at all, bat ran due east?’ It was not ree. 
oncilable with his solicitude for the northern exten- 
sion of his native State, and his anxiety to procure 
all he could for his country, that he should mark 
out such a boundary as that supposed by Mr. 
Sparks to be his. On comparing the wording of the 
treaty drawn up by Dr. Franklin, with the act of 
Parliament of 1774 designating the boundary line of 
Canada, it would be found that he must bave had of 
that act of Parliament before him, and that he 
literally copied from it the description of the bound- 
ary line, agreeing in every particular except the 
last word. 

Here Mr. W. quoted both the act and the treaty, 
and commented cn the subject of the true bound- 
ary line intended, for some time. 


He insisted that the French maps in use at the 
time all followed the beundaries fixed by maps 
made 40 years before that date, when Canada be- 
longed to the French, and when France maintained 
her right to the territory north of that red line. It 
was a mark merely indicating on a French map the 
French claim of boundary. In renewing those 
maps, no regard was paid to errors commitied in 
the old maps. It was not at all probable that Dr. 
Franklin would take one of those old erroneous 
French maps upon which to draw the line of 
boundary intended by him in the wording of the 
treaty. It was more consistent with all the cir- 
cumstances of the occasion that he should take the 
best English map of the day, and mark it with the 
line referred to in his note quoted by Mr. Sparks. 
There was not one p&rticle of evidence to be ad- 
duced from the circumstance that the map found 
by Mr. Sparks in Paris had a broad, strong red 
line, indicating some boundary of Canada, was the 
map marked by Dr. Franklin; because every 
French map of the day had the same red line on it. 
Nothing could be more common than it was for 
maps to have such red lines. They proved noth- 
ing in such a case as this. 

Mr. W., after a few more remarks, concluded, 
reiterating his impressions as to the object and pur- 
pose with which ihe Senator from Missouri intro- 
duced the old French map from Mr. Jefferson's 
collection. 

Mr. TAPPAN said he recollected perfectly well 
the circumstances referred to; and he could say 
that what had been stated by the Senator from 
Mississippi, regarding the purpose of the Senator 
from Missouri in producing the map, conformed 
exactly with the recollection he had of what oc- 
curred, 
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Mr. RIVES said he certainly did not feel it to 
be at all necessary to follow the Senator from Mis 
sissippi in his very extraordinary reargument. The 
only thing they had anything to do with was the 
question, For what purpose was the map produced 
by the Senator from Missouri? 1: would be recol- 
lected that this was the gist of the whole matter. 
And, until be beard the remarks of the Senator 
from Ohio, [Mr. Tapran,] be had supposed that 
the whole Sewate agreed with him in the opinion 
that it was for the purpose of contradicting and in- 
validating the map already in the possersion of the 
Senate. Ltappeared, however, according to the 
statement now made by the Senator from Mis- 
souri, that it had been produced by him, not 
forthe purpose of contradicting and invalidating 
the other, but for the purpose of showing that the 
map Was no secret; that it had teen produced long 
betore; thet there bad been no new discovery. 
What was i! the Senator trom Mississippi said was 
his impression as to the object of the Senator from 
Missouri in prodacing the map? Did he not say, 
as Was said by him, (Mr. Rives,) yesterday, that 
its production was not to prove there was no secret 
in the matter, but to invalidate and rebut the aw- 
thority of the one produced as the map of Doctor 
Franklin. He (Mr. Rives) was far from saying 
that he might not have been led into error, as well 
as other members of that body; but he certainly 
thought he m'ghi claim, at the hands of the Sen- 
ate, the acknowledgment, in bis justification, that, 
if he had been led into error, it was an error com- 
mon to almost the whole of the body. 


The complaint of the Senator from Missouri 
seemed to be, that be (Mr. Rives) had stated the 
produc'ion of the map by the Senator to have been 
lor the purpose of invalidating, falsifying, and 
contradicting the other. This was the whole ques- 
tion. And, though he (Mr. R.) would, when the 
honorable Senator from Missouri assured them that 
such was not his object, be very unwilling to as- 
sert the contrary; yet he felt it due to himself, and 
1o the Senate, to say that such was his impression, 
and, be believed, the impression of a large majori- 
ty of the Senate, 


The Senator {rom Missouri now said that his ob- 
ject was not to falsify and invalidate the map of 
Dr. Franklin. But what did the Senator from 
Mississippi say? He said the object of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri, according to his impression, 
was to rebut and falsify the map of Dr. Franklin. 

He (Mr. R.) felt it was due to himself to en- 
ter a little into these circumstances, to show how 
natural it was for him and other Senators to enter. 
tain the impression which ke did. Why should so 
much stress have teen laid on the map coming 
from Mr. Jefferson’s collection? Why the remark 
of the Senator, underrating the red line—that any 
little school miss might have traced i1? Why the 
insinnation that the micrescopic-dotted line was 
the true boundary, ani now the broad red one? 
Sarely he could not have mistaken the object of 
the honorable Senator. He had been assured by 
several Senators that they had a distinet recollec 
tion of the circumstances, and that they agreed 
with him io the opinion he had expressed; and 
when, therefore, he found himself arraigned upon 
ihat Quor for making a sjatement not justified by 
the occurrence, he felt he had a right to stand upon 
his justification, and to say, that if there had been a 
mistake, it was not bis fault, but was owing, per- 
haps, to the precipitate manner in which the whele 
paatter bad gone on. All he had to say was, i! 
the:e had been a misapprehension, it was a misap- 
prehension that was natoral, onder the circum- 
stances. The Senatcr from Missouri was gener- 
olly very distinct in stating his views and opinions 
upon any subject; and he (Mr. R.) was the 
more confirmed in the opinion that he could net 
have been mistaken 09 this occasion, from the cir- 
eum:tance that several Senators had collected 
about him to examine the two maps; and they had 
ali pronounced that, instead of the one being a 
couiradiction of the other, it was pricisely the con- 
trary. 

Mr. BENTON observed that he was not to be 
dragged away from the question of fact by any 
issue as tO opiniows or inferences. He would ad 
here to the simple question of fact. Yesterday he 
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had confined himself to the statement made by tbe 
Senator in his printed speech. He would do so 
now. He should not be driven from that by any 
diversion of the question to opinions. He would 
again read the Sepator’s own words. They were 
in his printed speech: 

“The Senator who produced it {the map] could see nothing 
hut the microscopic dotted line running off in a northeasterly 
direction; but the moment other eyes were applied to it, there 
was found, in bold relief, a strong red line, indicating the limits 
of the United Siates according to the treaty of peace, and coin- 
ciding, minutely and exactly, with the boundary traced on the 
map of Mr. Sparke.’’ 

New the point he made yesterday, and to which 
he would confine himself to-day, was, that the 
fact was not as ‘tated in the passage just read. 
He asserted that the fact was not so, in the 
presence of forty-eight Senators. In the pres- 
ence of these forty-eight Senaiors, bis statement 
was, that the facts were not as represented in 
those words: that he could see something else 
be-ides the “microscopic dotted line;” that he did 
see something else—that he saw the broad “strong 
red line” before any other Senator saw it on that 
occasion, and that it did nof require “other eyes” 
to be “spplied” to the map to discover that broad 
“strong red line,” to have it made known to the 
Senate that it was in existence. What he asserted 
was, that there was no necessity for “other eyes” 
to make that discovery; for the moment the subject 
of Mr. Sparks’s secret was divulged, he (Mr. 
Benton) proclaimed aloud that “here was the very 
same red line.”? Here, then, was the question of 
fact. It lay between the assertion of the printed 
speech he had quoted, and his own assertion 
now and yesterday in the face of the whole 
Senate; and that assertion was, that he did see 
something else besides the microscopic dotied 
line—that, instead of anything like concealing or 
not knowing of the broad ‘strong red line,” he 
proclaimed it aloud; and that his proclamation of 
it was the first announcement to the Senate of the 
line on this map corresponding with the line al- 
luded to ty Mr. Sparks. The first intimation to 
the Senate of the existence of that line on this map 
was made by him to the Senate—and that loudly, 
co that every one could hear it. The first inti- 
mation did not come from any other person. He 
had stated this yesteglay. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia did not then reply to this assertion. He took 
twenty-four hours to con:iler the matter, and now 
he came forward with opinions and inferences to 
answer facts. His (Mr. B.’s) assertions were of 
facts, and nothing but facts. He was met with 
nothing but assertions of opinion and inferences. 


Mr. RIVES said the controversy between him 
and the Senator from Mizscuri was, as the Senator 
stated, as to a question of fact; and he did not 
mean, any more than the Senator, that the atten- 
tion of the Senate should be diverted from what 
was the true and material question of fact 
between them, by any special pleading. That 
question was—for what purpose did the Senator 
irom Missouri produce the map from Mr. Jeffer- 
son’s collection, in executive session? He says it 
was to prove that Mr. Sparks’s map was no secre’, 
by producing a map from Mr. Jefferson's collection 
corresponding with it. Oa the contrary, I as- 
serted, as I believed, that the Senator prod:esd 
the map from Mr. Jeffersen’s collection to con- 
tradict and falsify Mr. Sparks’s map, by ex 
hibiling cne of superior authenticity, which he sup- 
pored to corfliet with it; but whieh, when examin- 
ed, turned cut to snstain it by 2 most remarkable 
coinciwiencs. Having always supposed thet this 
was the real object of the Senator trom Missouri, 
in the production of the map from Mr. Jefferson’s 
collection, in which he had signally failed in the 
view of the whole Senate at the time, I felt and 
expressed great surprise, as mentioned by the Sen- 
at‘r from Mississippi, [Mr. Waker, ] that, in the 
printed speech of the Senator from Missouri, a dif- 
ferent tern had been given to the affair; and i: 
there seemed as if the sole object of the Senator, 
in producieg the map from Mr. Jefferson’s collec- 
tion, was to show that Mr. Sparks’s map was no 
secret, and that ene exactly like it bad long exis'- 
ed in the public Library of Congress! Now, sir, 
this was all new to me, and I supposed it to be so 
to the Senate. This, then, is the only material 


point at issve. The Senator from Missouri, how 
ever, chooses to take out a soliiary sentence from 
my speech, separating it entirely from the contey; 
and insists upon reading, in a literal sense,a fignr. 
a'ive expression relative to a subordinate and ip. 
material circumstance. I will recite the whole 
paragraph, as it stands im the speech, to the 
Senate: 

“A map has been vauntingly paraded here, from Mr. Jeffer, 
son’s collection, in the zeal of opposition, (withont taking time 
to see what it was,) to confront and invalidate the map found 
by Mr. Sparks in the Foreign Office at Paris; but, the momen; 
it is examined, it is found to sustain, by the most precise and 
remarkable correspondence in every feature, the map commy. 
nicated by Mr. Sparks. The Senator who produced it, couty 
see nothing but the microscopic dotted line running off in a north. 
easterly direction; but the moment other eyes were applied ty) 
it, there was found, in bold relief, a strong red line, indicating 
the limite of the United States according to the treaty of peace 
and coinciding, minutely and exactly, with the boundary traced 
oa the map of Mr, Sparks. That this red line, and not the 
hardly visible dotted line, was intended to represent the limits yj 
the United States according to the treaty of peace, is conclusive. 
ly shown by the circumstance, that the red line is drawn on the 
map ail around the exterior boundary of the United States: 
through the middle of the Northern Lakes, thence through the 
Long Lake and the Rainy Lake to the Lake of the Woods; and 
from the western extremity of the Lake of the Woods to the 
river Mississippi; and along that river to the point where the 
boundary of the United States, according to the treaty of peace, 
leaves it; and thence, by its easterly course, te the mouth of the 
Si. Mary’s, on the Atlantic.” 

Now, sir, what is the plain gist and substance 
of this paragraph? Why, that the Senator had, 
in the zeal of opposition at the moment, produced 
ihe map from Mr. Jefferson’s, collection, to “con. 
front and invalidae” Mr. Sparks’s map, which, 
however, upon examination, sustained it by a 
most remarkable and striking coimcidence: that 
the Senator disregarded the strong red line, and 
fixed upon a microscopic dotted line, running off 
in a northeasterly direction, as intended to repre. 
sent the true boundary; but that, in fact, the red 
line, and not the microscopic dotted line, was in- 
tended by the constructor cf the map to represent 
the limits of the United States, according to 
the treaty of peace; and this I proceeded to 
show, by the face of the map itself. The 
Senator contends that he did see the red 
line, and announced it to the Senate while | 
was upon the floor in the midst of my speech. 
Now, I have only to say, that, if he did so, I did 
not hear it; and it is not remarkable, under the cir- 
cumstances, that I did not. But, sir, did not the 
Senator do all he could to discredit, to hold for 
naught—in effect to obliterate, to expunge the red 
line as the boundary intended by the constructor of 
the map? Why did the Senator speak of it asa 


_ eqlored demarcation, which any school miss might 


have made? Did not the Senator from Missouri 
earnestly insist that the ‘microscopic dotted line,” 
and not the red line, was intended to represent the 
true boundary? Andupon this point, I would sp- 
peal distinctly to the reco!lection of the Senator 
from Mississippi- [Mr. Wa xen, from his seat, 
said he did.} 

In regard to the mateiial fact of the purpose for 
which the Senator from Missouri produced the 
map from Mr. Jefferson’s collection, I undersiand 
the Senator from Mis issippi [Mr. Water] Wo 
have already stated the concurrence cf his recollec 
tion with my own, to wil: that the map was pro- 
duced to rebut and falsify Mr. Sparks’. map, and 
noi to prove that Mr. Sparks’s map was no secrél. 
The Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Carnooy,) 
who took a distinguished part in the proceedings 
on the treaty, 2nd who, in his priated speech, has 
referred to the same subject, yesterday stated to the 
Senate that bis recollection and impression of the 
occurrence, in regard to every. material faci, 
concur entirely with the representation [ have given 
efit, So far as bas yet appeared, the Senator 
from Ohio [M-. Tappan] is the only member ot 
the Sena'e whose impression of the transaction 
seems to concur throvghout with the version the 
Senator from Missouri has given to it. There are 
obvious reasons why Senators should not find it 
very agreeable“to make themselves volunteer pal- 
ties to a controversy of this sort. I can only say, 


that I have not conversed with a single one of 


them (and I have conversed with many, since the 
discussion of yesterday) who dors not bear cut 
my recol'eetion as to every material fact of the 
case, going to demonstrate the object with whieb 
the Senator from Missouri prodaced the map from 
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vr. Jefferson's collection, in secret session, and 


pis signal failure in that object, which made too 
strong @ sensation In the Sena'e chamber at the 
time, to be readily forgotten by any who were wit- 
pesses of the scene. The Senate, in whose pres- 
ence this transaction passed, are the only compe- 
rent triers of the fact; and to their conscious know}- 
edge and recollectionfof what occurred, 1 leave, 
wih unshaken confidence, the justification, in 
every material particular, of the representation I 
have given. 

Mr. BENTON. I will bring this matter to a 

oint. 4 will mot make a speech about opinions. 
j want the facts only. The Senate will recolleet 
that, at the time of the occurrence about these 
maps, I bad not spoken on the subject of the 
yeaty. It was the next day that I made my argu- 
ment, So tbat, so far from iis being part of that 
argument, tbe argument ilself was not made till the 
day after the occurrence. When the Senator from 
Virginia had gone through his exposition, and pro- 
duced what he called our attention to as a grand 
cecret of state, the moment I heard what it was, I 
proclaimed the red lines on this map. I said aloud, 
“fJere are your red lines—it is no secret at all.” 
Yes, sir, I proclaimed it from my seat—‘‘Here are 
your red lines.” And so identical were they in 
both maps, that I could not but think, for some 
time, they were the same. I did produce the map 
io rebut Mr. Sparks. First, to show that his grand 
stale secret Was no secret at ail; and, next, to show 
that there was no evidence in it that Doctor 
Franklin drew-the red line which Sparks relied 
upon 2s his. Any schoolboy or girl might 
make it was well as Dr. Franklin. I did pro- 
duce the map to destroy the inferences drawn by 
Mr. Sparks; to show that his secret was no secret; 
and that there was not a particle of evidence in it 
that Dr. Franklin ever knew anything about it. 1 
do not complain of gentlemen enteriaining opin- 
ions or drawing inferences; but I do complain of 
statements being made as fac's, which ere the re- 
verse of facts; and to keep to this point I shall read 
again the words in the printed speech of the Sena- 
tor from Virginia. They are: 

“The Senator who produced it [the map] could see nothing 
but themicroscopic dotted line running off in a northeasternly 
direction; but the moment other eyes were applied to it, there 
was found, ia bold relief, a strong,red line indicating the limits 
ofthe United States, according to the treaty of peace, and coin- 
ciding minutely and exactly with the boundary traced on the 
map of Mr. Sparks.’? 

Here is the point of which T do complain—that 
I could not, or would not, see the “strong red line;” 
bat could, and did, see the micro:copic dotted line, 
which I pressed upon the Senate as the true bound- 
ary, concealing the ‘strong red line.” I coms 
plain of the assertion for fact, that not until “other 
eyes” were applied to the map, was it discovered 
thata “strong red line’? was on it, corroborating 
the line on Sparks’s map. Now, on th's question 
of fact, Lappealed yesterday to forty-eight Sena- 
tors, who were present on the occasion, that I wes 
the first to proclaim from my table, ‘Here are your 
red lines.” Oathis question of fact, I stated yes- 
lerday, in the presence of those forty eight Sena- 
lors, who must know the truth, that | took my 
stand; and I will not now be driven from it. I 
stand now, as well as then, on the question of fact, 
thatIdid not wait for ‘other eyes” to see this 
“stvong red line.” These are questions of fact on 
which I take my stand; and nothing that has yet 
been said can drive me from it. 


Mr. RIVES said he certainly did not deem it ne- 
cessary to say anything furiher upon the subjec’. 
The Senator from Missouri must know that ihey 
were speaking in the presence of gentlemen who 
Were well aware of all the citcumstances. His 
(Mr. R's) belief was, that his representation of 
the transaction was thoroughly borne out. If the 
Senate would not decide between them, the Sena- 
‘or must be left to entertain his own opinion. 

Mr. BENTON. I will read the words over 
egain. I stick to the words, sir: 

“The Senator who produced it {the map] could see nothing 


but the microscopic dotted line running off in a northeasterly 


direction; but the moment other eyes were applied to it, there 
wae found, in bold relief, a strong red line, indicating the limits 
of the United States according to the treaty of peace, and coin 


ciding minutely and eee 
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of 


Mr. RIVES. Wil! the Senator be so good as 
to read the whole paragraph from the beginning? 

Mr. BENTON. I make no complaint about 
that part. I complain only of the assertion in the 
part I have read, and that assertion I deny. Yes, 
sir, I deny the assertion. Ideny it in the presence 
of forty-eight Senators, who know 

The CHAIR interposed to say that the whole of 
this was quite irregular. 

Some indications of a desire to continue (he con- 
troversy were manifested; but the Chair called the 
Senate to order by the usual knocking of the 


hammer on the table, and other business pro- 
ceeded, 


INDEMNITY FOR FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 

Mr. ARCHER, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to which numerous memorials upon the 
subject had been referred, reported a bill to settle 
the claims for French spoliations committed prior 
to 1°00; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 





OREGON BILL. 


The bill to authorize the adoption of measures 
for the occupation end settlement of the Territory 
of Oregon, for extending ceriain portions of the 
laws of the United States over the same, and for 
other purposes, was taken ep for the purpose of 
receiving its third reading. 

Mr. CALHOUN remarked that this was a bill 
which involved the most important consequences; 
and it was of the utmost importance, therefore, 
that jt should be examined with great care,.to see 
whether its provisions accorded with existing treaty 
stipulations. 


Mr. LINN remarked that the bill did not conflict 
with treaty stipulations. 

Mr. CALHOUN further remarked, that its pro- 
visions should be examined with great care, and 
compared with treaty stipulations. In the negotia- 
tions which led to the eonclusion of the treaty, 
there was correspondence of great ability, which 
went fully into the subject; and he, for one, was 
desirous to lcok a little more into that correspond- 
ence before giving his vote for that bill. He would, 
therefore, either move to lay the bill on the table, 
or to fix a day for its consideration, as might best 
suit the wishes of the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 
Linn J 

Mr. LINN said he would prefer that the bill 
should be passed over informally. He disliked the 
fixing of any particular day for its consideration, 
because other business would be almost certain to 
get precedence over it. 

It was finally agreed, however, that its considera- 
tion should be postponed until Monday next. 

The bill for the relief of Benjamin Murphy was 
then read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the Senate then 
proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness; and, afier some time spent therein, 

Adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Truaspay, January 5, 1843. 


Mr. A. C. DODGE offered the following resolu- 
tion, which was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Commitee on the Territories be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency and necessity of so amend- 
ing the act approved 29th of August last, entitled “An act to 
provide for the settlement of certain accounts for the support 
of Government inthe Territory of Wisconsin,” &c., as to au- 
thorize the Legislatures of the respective Territories of the 
United States to employ a sufficient number of officers and as- 
sistants for the transaction of the public business, and to recu- 
late their per diem compensation so thatit shall not, in the ag- 
gregate, exceed the sum of three dollars per day to each, and 
that they report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. HOPKINS asked and obtained leave to 
withdraw, from the files of the House, the napers of 
Sally McCraw, of Grayson county, Virginia, 
praying to be allowed a pension; which, upon his 
motion, was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Penséons. 

He also offered a resolution direeting the same 
commiitee t» inquire into the expediency and pro- 
piety of reporting a bill fur the relief of the heirs 

illiam Howell, for his services in the war of 
the Revolution; which was agreed to, and the pa- 
pers nccompanying it were also referred. 

Mr. MARCHAND presented a petition of J. M. 





Carpenter and 108 citizens of Pennsylvania, for the 
repeal of the bankrupt law. 


THE APPORTIONMENT ACT. 


Mr. J. CAMPBELL introduced a bill to svs- 
pend the operaticn of the 24 section of the act for 
the apportionment of Representatives in Congress, 
according to the sixth cersus, 

The bill was twice read, as follows: 

A BILL to suspend the cperation of the second section of the 
act entitled “An act forthe apportionment of Representatives 
among the several States, according to the sixth census.’ 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa 
tives of the United States of Americain Congress assembled, 
That the operation of the second section of the act entitled “An 
act for the apportionment of Representatives among the several 
States, according to the sixth census,” approved June 25, 1842, 


A 


be, and the same is hereby, suspended, so far as the same may 
aflect the election of any person who has been, or may be, 
chosen tg serve as a Representative in the twenty-eighth Con 
gress, 

Mr. J. CAMPBELL hoped it would now be en 
grossed and passed. [Cries of “No.”] He moved 
that it be printed. 

Mr. BARNARD moved to refer the bill to the 
Committee of Elections. 

Mr. J. CAMPBELL said he shonld like tosubmit 
a few remarks upon the bill. [Cries of **No.”] 

The bill was then ordered to be printed, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of Elections. 

Mr. CROSS introduced a bill supplementary to 
an act entitled “An act to settle the title to certain 
tracts of lard in the State of Arkansas, approved 
Lith August, 1842; which was twice read, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. R. W. THOMPSON offered the following 
resolution, which was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolationary Claims be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of allowing to the 
heirs of George Yates, deceased, compensation for his services 
as asurgeon's mate in the war of the Revolution. 

Mr. HALSTED introduced a bill ‘to regulate 
the mode of taking testimony in contested elections, 
and for other purposes.” Read twice, and referred 
to the Commitiee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 


DUELLING IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. STRATTON cffered the following resolu- 
tion, which was adopted: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affaire be instruct. 


ed to inquire into the expediency of reporting a biil for the 
suppression of duelling in the navy. 


Mr. M. A. COOPER introduced a bill to author- 
ize the issuing of a land patent to John H. How- 
ard; which was twice read, and referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 


PUBLICATION OF THE ACTS OF CON- 
GRESS. 


e Mr. W. W. IRWIN offered the following reso- 
lution, which was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Cominittee on the Judiciary inquire into 
the expediency of repealing so much of the 2ist section of the 
act of Congress, approved 26th August, 1842, entitled “An art 
making appropriation for such necessary objects as have been 
usually included in the general appropriation bills, without au- 
thority of law, and to fix and provide for certain incidental 
expenses of the departments and offices of the Government, 
and for other purposes,” as prohibits the Secretary of State 
from publishing the laws of the United States in any newspa- 
per except those published in the city of Washington; and that 
said commitice also inquire into the expediency of providing 
by law for a more extensive publication of the acts and resolu- 
tions of Congress, in the English and German languages. 


MAIL ROUTE IN NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. GRAtUIAM moved the following resolution; 
which was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be inatructed to inquire into the expediency of establish- 
ing a mail route from Rutherfordton, by the Ready Patch Gap 
and Edney ville, to Hendersonville, in North Carolina, 

Mr. CUSHING objected to further Lusinegs of 
this sort. 

The committees were then called on for reports. 

Mr. JAMES COOFER, from the Committee on 
Incian Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
George C. Johnson: read twice, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. READ, from the Committee on Miliiary 
Affairs, made sundry adverse reports. 

Mr. EVERETT caled for the consiteration of 
the bill to repeal the bankrupt act, and expressed 
the hope that the House would come io a vote to- 
day. 

Tae SPEAKER said the business of the morning 


‘Sievcs 


} 
+ 
5 
: 
i 
} § 
* 
+ 
+ 
&) 


> 


* 


pS Ba RIT 


= 
re 





ae ty 


re ie kcal 


RE Tp a 


Re Se te a 


a ee te ew 


a” 


122 


ee me ee me ee Ree preg ee nr eee ee ee ene on Se at eae ere ene 


hour was first in order, and the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Gwin] was entitled to the floor. 


GENERAL JACKSON’S FINE. 

The Hiouse resumed tbe consideration of the 
resolution of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Bowne] directing the Committee of the Whole to 
report the bill to refund the fine imposed on Gen. 
Andrew Jackson in 1815, together with an amend- 
ment thereto by the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Barwagp } 

Mr. GWIN, who held the floor from-yesterday, 
addressed tae House in favor of the resolution 

Mr. G. said that the gentleman from Geor- 
gia (Mr. Meniwerner] had deciared his intention 
10 vote for the bill to repay, with interest, the fine 
imposed on General Jackson at New Orleans, by 
Judge Hail. The gentleman also invoked action 
on the bill this session. He (Mr. G ) was giad to 
hear that ibe gentleman from Georgia would not 
only vote for the bill, bat urge early action upon 
it. He hoped the gentieman’s zeal would not 
abate under the inflaence of party drill; for such 
certainly were not the feelings or intentions of his 
party associates on this floor, He (Mr. G.) was 
of opinion that the dominant party in this House 
intended to give the go-by to the bill; and, for that 
reason, he had urged the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Bowne] to introduce the resolution now 
under discussion. It was a resolution of instroc- 
tion, which could, by a call of the yeas and nays, 
test the sense of the House whether there should 
be action on this subject this session or not. His 
reason for believing that no action would be had 
on the bill this session, was founded upon the man- 
ner in which the go-by Was given to il at the last 
session of Congress. The subject had been refer- 
red to the Judiciary Committee at an early period 
of the session. Before action could be had upon 
it in committee, a member from Ohio [Mr. MEDILL} 
bad to move insiructions, by a resolution similar to 
the one now under consideration. The resolution 
was not adopted; but it brought the bill out of 
commitice, and it was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole. There it was permitted to sleep for 
tbree months. At length, afier every important 
public bill bad been disposed of, he (Mr. 
G.) had tried, from day to day, to get this 
bill up in committee for consideration; but the 
majority pertinaciously refused to take it up. 
He at length, to test the sense of the House, 
moved to make it the special order, and called 
the yeas and nays. A majority of the members 
present voted to make it the special order; but not 
two-thirds, as required by the rule; and his motion 
was lost. But in five minutes, (the House haviog 
resolved itself into a Commitiee of the Whole,) he 
was able to catch the chairman’s eye, and movgl 
to take up the bill. The majority on yeas and 
nays, that had existed but afew minutes before, 
suddenly vanished, when the only test of their sin- 
cerity was a vote by tellers; and he failed to get it 
off the table. Well, sir, bow stands the question 
now? The President has recommended to Con- 
gress fo pass a bill refunding that money to Gen- 
eral Jackson. Instead of referring that portion of 
the message to the Committee of the Whole, (where 
the bill of the last session now is,) it was, by a 
arty vote, referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

bat had been the action of the committee on the 
subject he had no means of knowing. He had in- 
quired of a member of the committee, and learned 
that it was in the keeping of a member now ab- 
sent from the city, and there was no telling when 
the commitiee would act upon it. Under these 
circumstances, the subject bad been brought before 
the House in its present form, to ascertain whether 
it was the wish of a majority to consider the sub- 
ject this session, or give it ihe go-by, as was done 
at the last. From the remarks of the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. Mrriwetner,] he had some 
hopes that the bill would not only be acted 
on, but passed. He (Mr.G) had afew words 
to say in reply to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Unpgrwoop.] Tnat gentleman had 
referred to an anonymous publication that had ap- 
peared in a Kentucky paper, over the signature of 
“A Kentuckian,” reviewing the declaration of mar- 
tial law at New Orleans by General Jackson. The 
gentleman ‘rom Kentucky vouches for the correct- 


|| Nothing of the kind occurred. 


| executed until the 6th. 








CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


ness of this publication so far as it refers to Gen. 
Jackson, and says the writer isa gentleman of high 
sianding and fine talents. The gentleman also re- 
ferred to a letter, written recently by General Jack- 
son, pronouncing many of the statements of this 
writer, in regard to his acts and conversations at 
New Orleans, false. But for the endorsement giv- 
en by the gentleman from Kentucky to this anony- 


| mous writer’s Statements, and the eulogy be Kad 
| passed upon him, he would not at this ume have 


alluded to them, being willing to leave the author 


| and his statements where General Jackson had 


placedthem. As the gentleman from Kertucky 


| had introduced the subject into the House, and as 
| these numbers, signed “A Kentuckian,” had been 


published in a pamphlet form, and placed on the 
table of every member, he (Mr. G.) thought he was 


| justified in referring to it, and showing to the 


House that the writer was entirely mistaken in 


| some of the facts he had relied on to support his 


attack upon General Jackson. In the first place, 
he had asserted that Gen. Jackson “had proclaim- 
ed martial jaw, and caused it to be enforced upon 


| the members of the Legislature, by either thrust- 
| ing them out, or keeping them out, of their legisla- 


tive halls by an armed force.” This is not true. 


Again, he says: ‘That the order for the arrest, al- 
though made on the day of pablication, was not 


the United States court, acting upon musinforma- 
tion as to his being then under arrest, issued a writ 


| of habeas corpus to have him brought before the conrt. 


Finding, on a renewal of the application next 


|| day, that the writ bad been prematurely issued, | 
| and never acted on, the Judge, for the purpose of | 
saving the trouble of writing a new order, and for 


no other conceivable motive, altered the date of 


| the order to the 6th, and redelivered it to the officers.” 


Here (said Mr. G ) is a tissue of errors—to apply 
no harsher epithet to them. Louallier was arrested 
on the 5thof March. The petition for the writ of 
habeas corpus was made out on that day. It was 
granted on the same day, the Judge instructing 
Louallier’s attorney to notify General Jackson that 
he had applied for the writ. The attorney accord- 
ingly wrote to the General on the same day, (‘he 
5'h,) notifying him of his application for the writ. 
On the same day, Judge Hali was arrested. After 
his arrest, General Jackson learned that the Judge 
had mutilated the record in the case, by altering 
the date of the petition for the writ made by Lou- 


allier’s attorney, aS weil as his own order. He | 


sent for the clerk, and asked him if this was truce. 
The clerk answered in the, affirmative, produced 
the papers which he had in his pocket, and showed 
the alterations. This was on the 5:h of March; 
and the petition for the writ of habeas corpus, and 
the order of the Judge granting it, were altered to 
the 6 h; thus showing that it was the intention of 
Judge Hall to make it appear, from the record, 
that he was arrested on the Sth for an act not per- 
fermed until the day after. Let the motive of 
Judge Hall be judged of leniently or harshly, there 
is no doubt but he committed forgery in altering 
the date of the petition, even supposing he had the 
right to alter the date of his own order. 

The writer goes on to say that an order was also 
issued for the arrest of Judge Lewis and Mr. 
Dick, the Unjted States attorney; that Dick was 
arrested, but Lewis, from some unexplained cause, 
was not. This is, no doubt, zn erroralso. He 
(Mr. G.) had had occasion to examine the docu- 
ments connecied with this case, with some care; 
and he never before heard of the arrest of Dick, 
or the intention to arrest Judge Lewis. 

The writer further states, that “fon this same 6th 
of March, General Jackson wrote to the British 
commander, notifying him that he had received 
information of the ratification of the treaty of 
peace.” This is not true. General Jackson never 
wrote such a letter to the British commander, ror 
did he receive notice of the ratification of the 
treaty uatil the 13th of March. He also alludes 
to a publication made at the time by Jadge Hall, 
and makes quolations from it. Such publication 
may have been made, buthe never heard of it before. 
He would make no further reference to the errors 
in factin this publication. His only motive for 





ceive, in the course of the conversation 


On the 5th, Judge Hall, of | 








alluding to it at all, was to counteract any impres 
sion that might be made upon any member cf the 
House from the endorsement of the zentlem, 
from Kentucky, whose bigh standing in the een 
for integrity and honor none acknowledged mor 
cheerfully than he (Mr. G.) did. 
In conclusion, (Mr. G. said,) he was indifferen; 
as to the disposition the House made of the res), 
lution. The object of the friends of the bil! woyy: 
be accomplished, if it should be speedily brough 
before the House for its action. bt 
r. CUSHING said he had regretted to per. 


, Tather than 


the debate, which had taken place on this Subject 


the least possible indications of any tendeney i, 
refer this question to party or personal controver. 


| sies. He equally regretted to perceive mere tech. 


nical questions—he meant questions appertaining 
to legal disputes which had occurred in Lovisiang 
at the time of these incidents—that they should jp 
like manner be deemed material to the question 
which arose on this bill, or the resolution of the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Bowne} He 
thought the question invoked the House to regard \ 
under an aspect far more interesting to them, and 
with reference to considerations which he shoul 
hope would preclade division in that House, and 
lead to unanimity of opinion on the subject of the 
bill. He could not but recall to mind that they 
were then on the eve of the anniversary of tha 
victory of New Orleans—one of the greatest events 
in the history of our country; and which (whatey. 
er might be the differences of opinion in regard to 
personal incidents in the even!——whatever ques- 
tions there might be in regard to the political 
views of him who was the hero of that day) 
was an event which covers the name of ovr 
country with imperishable laurels; and he would 
it were possible for that Hovse and for that Con- 
gress (if that bill were to be passed, as he hoped 
it would) to cast aside all the lesser considerations 
on which he had touched, to take up the bill in 
Committee of the Whole, to pass it, and to make 
the anniversary of the victory of New Orleans a 
day to be sanctified, in the action of this House, by 
a restoration of the amount of that fine to Andrew 
Jackson. [Cries of “Good.”] And he intended 
to propose to the House (if they were ready to 
welcome and act on such a proposition) a method 
by which the subject might be accomplished; for 
there were many of them there—it might be a ma- 
jority of that House—who had had occasion to 
condemn certain of the administrative acts of thal 
individual. But be had ceased to be the Presidentuf 
the United States—he was no longer the director 
of the administration of this country—he had 
passed from the theatre of publicaction here, to be 
an historical personage, not only in this country, 
but in the eyes of the world. 

It seemed to him that it became them to regard 
that man, and to regard this measure, above all 
things, in relation to an historical personage and to 
the honor ot the country as connecied with that grea! 
event,and not in regard to the changeful vicissitudes 
that might embarrass the mind, arouse the passions, 
or gather around him either the reproach or ap- 
plause of the transitory party passions of the bexr; 
for there was one thing which was remarkable it 
that, and another incident in the recent history of our 
country, that signalized itto the world. Let the 
House cast its recollections back to the commence 
ment of the twenty-five years’ war which burs! 
upon the werld with the French Revolution. Look 
at the history of Engiand during those twenty-five 
years; pass upon the events of the victorious career 
of that great power; and remember, whether in the 
Eastor in the West—in Asia, in Africa, or ia 
Europe—that the whole career of that greal 
power during the whole of those twenty-five years 
was one of almost unchecked victory and glory. 
On the ocean, there were the victories of 
Trafalgar, and Copenhagen, and the Nile, to show 
that wherever, in the seas of Europe, a British 
fleet encountered her enemy, it was to add nev 
splendor and lustre to the cross of St. George. 
Follow her on land. It was not merely on the 
plains of India—it was not merely where Welles- 
ley led bis countrymen to victory on the field of 
Hindoo Assaye; but go to Europe, and they would 
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find thal, although there might kave been trifling 

rses—although it might have happened (as in 
the occupation of the Scheldt) an English enterprise 
on the continent might have failed—although, as 
in the retreat of Corunna, it might have happened 
that Eoglish arms met with partial reverses,—yet 
even there, over the grave of the gallant Sir John 
Moore, it was not a defeat—it was a retreat, 
io be sure, Of English forces from before the 
French; but it was a successful retreat. But 
in France, in India, in the Netherlands, wherever 
ihe English met the enemy in battle, it was to 
inumph. Bat to this picture of the successes of 
English arms, there was a class of signal excep- 
tions. There occurred a crisis when the English 
arms were to encounter American arms, as well 
onsea as on land; when the Anglo Irish blood— 
for gentlemen erred in talking so much of Anglo- 
Saxon blood—it was the Anglo-Irish blood—the 
mingled stream of Celt, Roman, Saxon, and Nor- 
man blood—that changed the picture. 


On the coast of the United States, on the Atlantic 
ocean, When the English ships encountered Amer- 
ican ships on equal terms, the lustre of the cross 
of St. George “‘paled its ineffectual fire” before 
thestars and stripes of the Union. And on the 
land there was, he believed, but one example in 
the world, during that period, of an English army 
surrendering to another—of the English army, 
with its banners and forces, surrendering itself to 
a foreign foe—and that was, in the battle of the 
Thames, under the command of the sainted 
William Henry Harrison. | 
though—not of the surrender of forces as prison- 
ers of war to the enemy; yet a gallant British 
army, one of the best appointed that ever sailed 
from Europe for America—the conquerors of Sala- 
mancaand Vittoria—met in the lines at New Or- 
Jeans the militia of Louisiana, and the riflemen of 
Tennessee and Kentucky; and were crushed, and 
conquered, and slaughtered, in the face of an 
American army. 


Those were great events in the history of our 
own country and of the world; that was a splen- 
did era on the pages of our history; and on the 
approach of the anniversary of the victory of New 
Orleans, he hoped this House would pay a tribute 
of respect to the day and to the events; and not 
merely to the man who commanded, but to the 
men who fought and conquered on that day, and 
whose power, and gallantry, and courage were but 
concentrated and embodied in him who led them 
on that day to victory. Ii was with these views, 
regardless of all the other elements of strife and the 
technical objections, that he desired this bill to be 
taken up, in order that, if the Senate concurred, 
the bill might be passed in anticipation of the 8.h 
of January. 


Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS obtained permission to 
make a single remark, the purpert of which did 
not reach the reporter’s desk. 

“Mr. CUSHING then moved to amend the reso- 
Jution of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Bowne, } by striking out all after the word ‘resolved,’ 
and inserting a substitute which he had provided, to 
terminate all debate in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union on bili No. 503, 
entitled “‘A bill for the relief of General Andiew 
Jackson,” at 2 o’clock to-morrow, when the com- 
mittee should act on all the amendments that might 
be proposed and pending. And, further, he moved 
the previous question, as there was but little time 


to be spared ere the termination of the present ses- 
sion. 


Mr. ARNOLD hoped the gentleinan from Mas- 
sachusetts would not press this resolution under a 
gag law. 

Mr. CUSHING said if this resolution should 
prevail, he should move, to-morrow, to go into 
Committee of the Whole on that bill. 

Some conversation ensued, in which Mr. PEN- 
DLETON, Mr. CUSHING, Mr. BOTTS, and the 
SPEAKER took part. 

Mr. ADAMS said he hopéd, whatever motion 
his colleague might make in relation to this reso- 
lution, he would not accompany it with a motion 
for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman [Mr. Cusu- 


There was another | 
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1nG}] could not accompany his amendment with 
such a motion. 

Mr. CUSHING had so understood the Speaker, 
and had changed his motion accordingly. 

Mr. ADAMS said he did not before know that 
his colleague had fallen in love with “the gae;” 
nor did he [Mr. Apams] feel inclined to have “the 
gag” on this subject. 

He then proceeded to. comment on remarks 
which bad been made in relation to this bill not 
being a party measure, and pointed to the debates 
and the proceedings in the Senate of the United 
States, and in State Legislatures, to show that the 
opposite of that assertion was the truth; particu- 
larly referring to the prime mover on this subject in 
the Legislature of New York, (Maj. Davezac,) who 
was neither Anglo-Saxon, Anglo-Irish, nor Anglo- 
Scoteh; but a protégé of General Jackson of 
French origin, who introduced it as a Democratic 
measure, and as one of the first fruits of the 
Democratic triumph in the State of New York. 
He hoped this measure would not be allowed to 
pass in this House without a thorough discussion, 
even if itdid transcend “the glorious 8th of Janu- 
ary,” which this year, (his colleague bad forgotten 
to notice) was a day devoted to the worship and 
service of God; and, therefore, it was ore on which 
this House would not be in session. But God for- 
bid that he should say a word in disparagement 
of that day, or of the person to be honored and 
profited by this donation, If, however, a proposi- 
tion was brought before this House to make a pres- 
ent to Andrew Jackson of $1000, as proposed by 
the bill which had been reported to that House, 
with interest on it from the month of March, 1815, 
there was but one consideration that would induce 
him to vote against it—and that was, he should not 
like to set the example of pensioning an ex-Presi- 
dent of the United States, for that was the 
principle on which this bill was to be passed, 
if passed at all. The real object was to make 
a present to General Jackson in his latter 
days. He did not know what his circumstances 
were, [A voice: “Rich enough;”] but if they were 
such as to require it, (though he would not grant 
jtas a pension ora gratuity for that service,) he 
would do what had been done before—he would 
make up a subscription among the members of 
Congress to make a present to the old man in his 
last.days. It had been done before, and there was 
no disgrace in it; and if it were now done, that a 
donation might be made to General Andrew Jack- 
son, he, for one, would take his share of it. 


But he could not consent to employ the public 
money, in order to testify the approbation of the 
people of this country of those acts for which the 
sum of $1,000 was levied on him by the regular 
officers of the law, which he had violated in its 
tenderest parts. His colleague bad changed en- 
tirely the issue upon the question in this bill. It 
was not to refund the fine imposed on the General 
for his imprisonment of a judge—for his causing 
a citizen of the United States to be jeoparded in 
his liberty and life, and for other acts subversive 
of law and justice; but for glorifying the battle of 
New Orleans. The gentleman from Mississippi 
(Mr. Gwin] had stated a number of facts in the 
pamphlet lately published on this subject, which 
were contradicted by General Jackson. Ifa bill 
were to pass, giving General Jackson money upon 
disputed facts, these facts should be previously 
cleared up. But he was speaking of the extraor- 
dinary circumstances under which this bill could 
be brought forward. A bill on the same subject 
was acted on in the’Senate at the last session, and, 
after being amended so as to comprehend clearly 
the facts of the case, it was rejected by General 
Jackson’s friends, because it did not contain a 
condemnation of the judge who imposed the fine; 
and, if he was not mistaken, he had seen a letter 
from General Jackson himself, in which he sa;s 
that he would net have received a dollar unless 
the characier of the judge was blasted. Such was 
the history of that proceeding at the last session of 
Congress. The bill was actually passed, or would 
have been passed; but was rejected by the Gener- 
al’s friends coinciding with him, insisting that not 
only his character should be justified, but the char- 
acter of the jadge biasted. It was a very grave 
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and serious question with him, whether tbe char- 
acter of the judge should be censured and condemn- 
ed by the Representatives of the people of this 
nation, for the purpose of making a donation to 
General Jackson. Perhaps he might express himself 
more strongly by saying thatthe billought not to pass; 
that if we are to give this donation to General 
Jackson, it was not by casting reproach upon a 
just and honorable judge, that we should do justice 
and vindieate the honor and glory of the country. 
Again: what were the grounds on which bis eol-" 
league was pressing this bill? Why, the creat and 
glorious victory of New Orleans. Because we 
whipped the British, that nobody else could whip— 
because of this great and glorious victory, this bill 
must be passed. That was the reason given by 
his colleague, and that was the reason why he 
wished the bill passed on the anniversary of the 
victory. That was not the question of justice in- 
volved in this grant—tbis donation. The victory of 
New Orleans undoubtedly was a great and glorious 
one, in which he took a just pride; but he could 
not, on account of that victory, sanction the acts 
alluded to in the Kentucky pamphlet, and which 
were there designated as treason. This reminded 
him of an anecdote he had heard many years ago 
of General Arnold, a man very celebrated in our 
revolutionary history. After his exploits here, 
Arnold went to England; and finding bimself gen- 
erally shunned there, he sought the society of the 
Americans whom he found in that country. Be- 
ing in company with one of them whom he bad 
known in this country, he asked him what the 
Americans would have done with him, had they 
caught bim instead of Andre. The American an- 
swered him by saying, “‘We would have buried 
with the honors of war the leg that was mutilated 
in our service, and then we would have hung the 
remainder of your body.” He should think that 
this sort of justice would be rather more complete 
than that of his colleague, who was for rewarding 
General Jackson for the battle of New Orleans, at 
the expense of Jaw and justice. He wished to 
have this matter fully discussed when it came up, 
and deliberated on without any cf your gag-laws, 
to stop the investigation of the principles involved 
in it. 

If you pass this bill (said Mr. A.) it will not be 
for the honor and glory of the battle of New Or- 
leans, but for the honor and glory of the exercise 
of despotic power over your own'citizens; it would 
be for the exercise of the extreme-of martial law, 
when there was no necessity forit. Mr. A. wish- 
ed the subject discussed, tecause of this very 
pamphiet, to which their attention had been called 
by more than one of the members from Kentucky, 
and who stated the author to be a distinguished 
judge of high legal attainmenty, whose opinions 
were entitled to respect. In that pamphlet, he was 
charged with having given an opinion in relation 
to the power of a commanding general to declare 
martial law, that was utterly at variance with free- 
dom and with the laws of nations; and he wished 
to have an opportunity of answerixg that charge. 
He wished to have an opportunity to explain and 
cefend the opinions he had given, and to show 
what were bis views of the laws of nations in re- 
gard tothe power of a commanding general to 
declare martial jaw in time of an invasion. 

The morning hour having expired, Mr. A. was 
cut short in his remarks, when he announced his 
intention of pursuing the subject further at the 
next opportunity. 

Mr. CUSHING then offered a resolution that al! 
debate on the bill in Committee of the Whole 
should cease at two o’clock to-morrow; and that 
the said committee should then proceed to act and 
vote on it, and upon all amendments that might be 
pending, and report the same to the House. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL offered an amendment, 
that the House should now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole, for the purpose of taking up 
the bill to refund the fine imposed on General 
Jackson. 

Mr. CUSHING suggested to the gentleman that 
he could, at any time after taking the question on 
his (Mr. C.’s) motion, move to go into Committee 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER suggested to the gentleman 
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from Mas-achusetts that, as tbe bill had not -yet 
been discussed in Comittee of the Whole, his 
resolution was ot in order. The gentleman could 
move to go into the Committee of the Whole, and 
then move to take up the bill, as the majority of 
the House could determine the order of business. 
The motion to go into Committee of the Whole, 
for the purpose of taking up a particular bill, 
would require a vote of two-thirds. 

Mr. CUSHING then withdrew his 
moved that the House re 
mittee af the Who e. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON called for the yeas ard 
nays; which were ordered, and resulte! in deci- 
ding the question in the negative—yeas 100, nays 
106, as follows: 


motion, and 


olve itself into Com- 


Y EAS~—-Megere. Arriagton, Beeeon, Bidlack, Black, Bowne, 
Boyd, Brewster, Aaron V, Brown, Milton Brown, Charles 
Brown, Burke, Patrick C, Caldwell, John Campbell, Caruth 
ers, Cary, Casey, Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, Coles, Mark A 
Cooper, Cross, Cushing, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Dean, 
Doan, Doig, Rastman, John C. Edwards, Ferris, John G. Floyd, 
Chariea A. Floyd, Fornance, Gerry, Gilmer, William O. Goode, 
Gordon, Graham, Gustine, Gwin, Uarris, Hastings, Hays, 
Henry, Hopkins, Houck, Hoyston, Hubard, Hunter, Charies J 


Ingereoll, Witham W, Irwin, Jack, Witham Co 
Cave Johnson, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, Litt 
MecClelian, Robert Mctlellan, McKay, 
Alfred Marshall, Mathews, Medill. 
Nowhard, Parmenter, Patridge, Payne, Pickens, Plumer, 
Proffit, Read, Renecher, Reynolds, Riggs, Rogers, Roosevelt, 
Santord, Saunders, Shaw, Shepperd, shields, Steenrod, Alex- 
ander Hi. H, Stuart, Sumter, Sweney, Jacob Thompson, 
Trott, Tarney, Van Buren, Wallace, Ward, Watterson, Wel- 
ler, Westbrook, and Wise --100. 

NAYS—Mesers. Adams, Landaf! W. Andrews, Sherlock J. 
Andrewa, Arnold, Aycrigg. Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Birdseye 
Biair, Boardman, Borden, Botts, Briggs, Brockway, Bronson, J. 
Brown, Burnell, Wm. Butler, Calhoun, W, B. Campbell, T. J 
Campbell, Childs, Chittenden, John C. Clark, Staley N. Clarke, 
Jamea Cooper, Cowen, Cranston, Cravens, Garrett Davis, De- 
berry, John Edwards, Everett, Fessenden, Fillmore, A. Law- 
rence Foster, Gates, Gentry, Giddinge, Goggin, Granger, Green, 
Halsted, Howard, Hudson, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, 
James, Ieaac P. Jones, John P. Kennedy, King, Lane, Linn 
MeKennan, Thomas F, Marshall, “amson Mason, Mathiot, 
Matiocks, Maxwe!!, Maynard, Morgan, Morris, Morrow, Os 
borne, Owsley, Pendleton, Pope, Powe!l, Rameey, Alexander 
Randall, Benjamin Randall, Randolph, Rayner, Ridgway, 
Rodney, William Ruseell, Jamee M. Russell, Slade, Truman 
Smith, Spricg, Stanly, Stokely, Stratton, John T. Stuart, Sum- 
mers, Taliaferro, Richard W. Tnompeson, Tillinghast, Toland, 
Tomlinson, Triplett. Trumbull, Underwood, Warrtn, Wash. 
ington, Edward D. White, Joseph L. White, Thomas W. Wil- 
liama, Christopher H. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Win. 
throp, Yorke, Augustus Youog, and John Youn 106, 


Mr. BIDLACK asked leave to present a resolu- 
tion; but objceciion was made. 

THE BANKRUPT ACT. 

Mr. EVERETT called up the bill to repeal the 
bankrupt law, and expressed a hope that it would 
be carried threugh to its passage to day. 

Mr. GORDON was entitled to the floor. He 
said it was quite common-—-nay, he might say, 
fashionable—in these days to define one’s position. 
An undefined politician was an uncertain thing, 
{laughter,] and more like a ghost than anything 
haman. He did not rise to define his position. A 
Democrat of the Jeffersonian echoo!, dyed ia the 
wool, needed no si e he stocd on the 

. , ‘ ls , } 
political chessboard. The preoplé always knew 
where to find him. He world assist his colleague 


Sohnaon. 
lefield, Abraham 
McKeon, Marchand, 
Miller, Mitchell, Moore, 


ch clew to wher 


[Mr. Bowre] to d fine his position; aud, before he 
concluded, he should attempt to define the posi.tons 
of some other the floor, 1.of some public 


functionaries high in the confite of this Ad- 
ministration. 

His collesgue statec: “we were told—and he also 
had it from some of his (Mr. B.'s) political 
friends on this floor—that the Administration of 
John Tyler was such, that no Democrat could ac- 
cept an office uncer it,” 

It seemed, then, that his colleague had been 
talking about accepting office under this Adminis- 
tration, [laughter] —bad been talking with his po- 
litical triends en this floor about the acceptance o/ 
oftice from John Tyler. He should like to know 
if, at the expiration of the present Congress, he ex- 
pected to receive 2a office? And this remark was to 
be considered as a feeler—put forih to see how 
such a thing woul! take here, and then how it 
would take among the people of hisceunty. Again: 
his colleague said, “Some of the leading organs 
of the Democratic party held the same language; 
and, strange to say, in juxtaposition to a paragraph 
declaring that no Democrat could hold office under 
Jobn Tyler, would be found another, declaring 
that the party ceuld not support his Administra- 
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tion bheeause it was surrounded by snch men as 
Daniel Webster and John C. Spencer.” 

It was, then, very strange to his colleague that 
some of the Demccratic organs should declare that 
the Democratic party could not support this Ad- 
ministration, because it was surrounded by such 
men as Webster and Spencer! It was no! sirange 
to him, (Mr. G.,) because the great Democratic 
party never held such opinions as those avowed 
by that man who recently declared in Faneuil 
Hall that he had not charged, bat was a Ma*sa~ 
chusetis Whig, a Faneuil Hall Whig, and always 
meant to be. Here, then, was Daniel Webster 
unrenounced and unrenouncing, adhering to all 
the opinions he had ever advocated and avowed. 
A large portion of the people suspected Danie! 
Webster of holding opinions which sympathized 
with British interests. These suspicions were en- 
tertained during the last war, when General Jack- 
son with bis cannon was thundering at the gates 
of New Orleans, and when there were times that 
tried men’s soul*, and tested the energies of this 
Government. Yes, as long ago as these memora- 
ble times, Daniel Webster was suspected to be 
British at heart; asd, by his own declaration, be 
had renounced nene of his sentiments. Mr. Web- 
ster was now atthe head of this Administration; 
and his colleague [Mr. Bownr] avowed astonish- 
ment that certain organs of the Democratic 
party should ceclare that the Demoeratic party 
could not support this Administration! Since the 
return of Mr. Webster from England, the people 
had seen nothing in his course to make them be- 
lieve he bad changed his opinions. 

Here Mr. BOWNE rose, and stated that he de- 
sired to make a correction of some of the remarks 
of his colleague. . 

The SPEAKER inquired whether the gentleman 
{Mr. Gorpon] yielded the floor. 

Mr. GORDON. No, sir. [Lavghter, uproar, 
and confusion.] 

Mr. BOWNE, as he took his seat, made a re- 
mark which could not be heard above the noise 
which prevailed. 

Mr. GORDON resumed. As he was going on 
to say, since Mr. Wcebsier’s return from Europe 
the Democratic party had seen nothing to give 
them reason to believe that he had changed his 
opinions in any particular. In his course in rela- 
tion to the affair of the burning of the Caroline, 
the remedial justice bill, the bankrupt law, the ne- 
gotiation of the treaty with England—and, indeed, 
in all his acts, he had shown that the declaration 
made at Faneuil Ha!l was true to the letter. 

Again: his colleague [Mr. Bowne] said: ‘‘He 
yielded to none in kis attachment to the principles 
of his party; yet, if attachment or non-attachment 
to men Was necessary to secure the esteem of his 
fellows, he feared he should be thrown overboard.” 
From this remark be (Mr. G.) understood that his 
colleague! declared to his constituents, that if his 
pon altachmentto Mr. Webster was to be the price 
of their esteem, he was willing to be thrown over- 
board' Snch was a fair construction of his col- 
Now he would assure his col- 
league, that should he take Mr. Webster, changed 
or unchanged, and show a willingness to be al- 
‘ached to him, his constiluents would most assured- 
ly throw him overboard, with a millstone around 
his neck, that would sink him eternally; and the 
Democracy of the Union would look on and ery 
“Amen!” [Lanughter, and cries of “Good.”] But 
to quote his colleague again: “What, he asked, did 
the people care who was the President? What did 
the masses care about the man at the head of af- 
that the Government was well adminis- 
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fairs, so 
tered?’ 

If this mesnt that the Democratic party were 
really to take Mr. Webster, provided he promised 
t» administer the Government well, to navigate 
the ship of State as she ought to be—if it meant 
tha!, old as Daniel Webstcr was in political sin, 
his colleague was willing to take him as _ his candi- 
da'e,—he would say that the people did care who 
was their President. They wished to know a man 
beforehand, when he aspired to that office. They 
wished to know everything about his public and 
private history—yes, his private history—be/ore 
they would allow him to be brought on the course, 
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must be filled by men of high character ang fix 
principles—men known to the nation as such 
Democratic party never had taken up a Federal, 
ist and placed him in the Presidency, and be 
trnsted they never would. When they did 
they would cease to be Democrats. *, 
But his colleague said he cared not who ys 
President; that he was bred a Federalist; that be 
was a Federalist after he had attained bis Maio ° 
ty; that he did not enter into political life aaa 
was twenty-four years of age, when he began , 
think for himself, and renounced bis F; detalisn, 
How many months elapsed before this resu\j ‘ook 
place he did not know, but he came out a bright 
and shining Democrat! ea 
Now he (Mr. G.) never had doubted that a man’: 
first love was the strongest. “The dog wil return 
to bis vomit, and the sow to her wallow.” [Laugh 
ter] Old Federalists were not to be trusied in 
the highest and most responsible stations. Bg, 
gentlemen said that the Democratic party admitted 
all who came into their fold. True; be admitted 
that the Democratic church was catholic, and tha 
itasked all to come up to the polls and vote, }; 
| preached its docirine to all the world. It excluded 
none from within its pale. It invited all to come 
forward and partake. But no man who had noi 
received the Jaying on of hands by the bishop 
was allowed to serve at its altar. [Laughter.] And 
least of all would it permit an old priest, toward 
the end of his days, te come out, doff his settled 
opinions, renounce his Presbyterianism, and as. 
sume its mitres and consecrated robes. (Langhier.] 
Yes, the gentleman said he had more feeling on 
this subject than men in general, because he wa: 
bred up in a Federal school. He, however, became 
a Democrat when he attained his majority; but bis 
| sympathies were with the old Federalisis, and he 
would not care who was the President of the 
| 
| 
| 
| 








United Sates. He believed he had enabled his 
colleague most satisfactorily to define his position, 
though he believed it was an isolated position in 
which he could neither get Demccrat nor Whig to 
join with him. 

Some member suggested “the guard.” 


Mr. GORDON said he had nothing to do with 
the guard. God forbid he should have anything 
to do with it, cr with “the Captain” either. He 
meant that he should never join the guard; but as 
it took two to play at foils, whenever the guard re- 
sorted to a game of that sort, he should notte 
backward. He (Mr.G) was aplain man, and 
when he spoke, he spoke his plain honest senti- 
ments, whether they pleased or displeased the 
guard or anybody e'se. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Cust- 
ING] ccc'ared in his speeth—and gentlemen would 
w who he meant when he read it—bat it 
would not be for the political interests of any party 
to carry on a ferocious war against the Ado inistr- 
tion and its friends. Well, one of the friends of 

the Alministration was Daniel Webster, and be 
| hoped there were but few Demecrats on that floor 
| or elsewhere that would cease to wage war ageins! 
| Dani:] Webster so lorg as he remained in bis 
| present bigh and dangerous positior—a position 
| that was dangerous to the principles of Democracy. 
| He hoped there would be few traitérs or cowards 

found in their ranks, who woud ground their 
arms to him. But what was waging war 
against the Acministratiin? Did it mean 
opposition to the exchequer? Was that the 
| meaning of it? Was it voting against a bill that 
| might be brought up there, with a recommendation 
| from the White House? And were they to be de- 
| nounced fer voting against a bill which had neither 








their nor their constituents’ confidence? Was the 
voting against sn-h a bill a waging war against 
the Administration? He should like to know what 
waging war against the Administration meart, if 
And if that was a warritg 


it did not mean that. 


against the Administration, if he did not mistake 
the signs of the times, they would have war; a war 
to the knife, and the knife to the hilt; for he did 
not believe that a Government bank, or any ¢% 
cheqner plan with power to issue Government pa 
per as the currency of the country, would any more 
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nif they bad brought in a bill to re-incorporate 
old United States Bank; for a Government 
; was far more dangerous than an incorpora- 
jon of individuals—for they had there the purse 
od the sword united—the money power and the 
iticeal power, and “‘the fixed fact” of the Consti- 
rgiioR combined. The “fixed faci” would be 
ormida dle indeed, if Congress should pass a Gov- 
oment bank to transact not only the con- 
ans of the Government of this growing people 
pat the concerns of the people themselves. He 
yoderstood from the speech of Mr. Webster, de- 
jered at Faneuil Hall, that he approbated this 
eehequer plan—that he was in favor of it, if he 
were not its author; and here, thcn, they saw the 
danger of such men as that being in the Cabinet, 
geting the ear of the President, and dispensing the 
ys and gariers. It was an all-imporiant fact, 
jai be who recommended the exchequer plan to 
ie President as a Government bank—ihat a fune- 
ionary Who through bis whole life had advocated 
astopg consolidated Government—who had even 
yen British in his notions of a Goverament— 
yoo, when he could not get a national bank, 
shich was ten-fold more dangerous to the liber- 
ies of the people and of the country, for it was a 
puch stronger instrument in his hand—was the 
prime minister to carry out his plans of a consol- 
vated Government. Why, when the sub-treasury 
was first brought forward, it was expressly charged 
hat it was & Government bank in disguise; they 
put the administration then in power on the 
defensive On that subject, and it gave them 
great trouble to get rid of the charge, and to 
convince the people that it was not a Government 
bank in disguise. The Democrats denied that it 
was; and they strack out everyihing which could 
furnish a pretence for such en accusation. But 
now, when this prime minisier was warm in his 
vai,and recommended this plan to Congress, if 
hey Were Ot (O pass il, they would be “warring 
wilh the Administration,” and would come in co}- 
jision with “the fixed fact.” When such threats 
were made, and such consequences were to follow, 
was time that every Democrat should take bis 
vand, and define his position, if any doubt hung 
ovethim. The design was formed to overthrow 
ie Democratic party by divisions—he cared not 
where the project came from; but the Democrats 
vould soon hold their national convention-—when 
ey would select, from the two prominent men 
now before the nation, one to be their candidate: 
and the Democratic party would not then be either 
erified or cajolec—they would stand up to the 
rack, fodder or no fodder. Post offices over the 
county were to be used to buy up the Democracy, 
aud 0 scatter the apple of discord amongst the 
paily, to break it to pieces; but they who thus cal- 
elated to corrupt the people, must be steeped to 
ibe lips in corruption themselves. 


Now, over President Tyler himself there rested 
avery strong suspicion. He was bred up a Dem- 
oral; he was nurtured in the true faith, to which 
te(Mr.G.) doubted not he would return before 
died. He (Mr. G.) hoped, before he went out 
of power, he would return to his first love. But he 
vasunder strong suspicion; and it would take a 
teat deal of whitewashing, and a great deal of re- 
petlance, aud a great many good deeds, to recom- 
mend him to the Democrats, £0 that he could not 
oly enter the broad door of their church, walk 
town its aisle, and take his position in their pulpit. 
‘Langhier.] He might come to hear their preech- 
ing; but, before he could be allowed to preach 
himself, he had got to atone for ail his political 
frrors. When first they found him, he was run- 
bivg on the Coon ticket as Vice President; and he 
cowid tell them the Democracy did not hike that 
very weil, for many reasons. They did not like 
tim, because he had such a man as Daniel Web- 
vet for his prime minister—a man «ho came out, 
and declared on Long Island, at a clambake, and 
i Virginia, beneath an October suv, and inthe face 
of Virginians, that he wasa Jeffersonian Democrat-— 
Vhieh the people of the North did not believe, it the 
Virginians did. And what next? Why, when by 
tathority of the Constitution he came to the ex- 
‘tulive chair, he found Daniel Webster his prime 
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ministe:, appointed by his immediate predecessor; 
and he retained that man in power, and has done 
so ever since—a man who bad been the means of 
recommending measures to this Congress that the 
Democrats never did nor could approve of. There 
were many other things that he must account for, 
and atone for, ‘oo, before he could expeet to be the 
candidate of the Democracy. But there was the 
“fixed fact,” and intimations were thrown out that 
he was to be the candidate, nolens velens. But how 
was that to be done? Why, anouicry was got up 
against party. The organs of the Administration 
out of doors, and the new-flecged friends and fol- 
lowers of the Administration on that floor, bad 
been crying out agaiust party, and deprecating 
party spirit. And why this outery against party? 
Was it not because the Administration parly was 
not very respectable in point of numerical strength, 
and that, by crying out against party, they 
hoped to break down both parties, that of the 
disjointed materials they might make up a party 
for the Administration? But what would be the 
consequence attendant on success? Would not 
the owls wage war against the ins? The coun- 
try would again be divided between two great par- 
ties, and measures would be made a test between 
them, whatever those measures might be—whether 
strong government or representative government, 
consolijated government or confederated govern- 
ment, To this it would come inthe end. He could 
regard this outcry against party only as evidence of 
a design to break down all parties, and to remodel 
anewone. He had understood that this Adminis- 
tration took great credit for the overthrow of the 
Whig party in the contest of 1842; but he was 
not willing to give the Administration all the credit 
they ask on this head. He knew the Secretary of 
War wrote a celebrated letter to somebody in the 
Siate of {ew York, just on the eve of the election. 
He knew, alto, that that man [Mr. Spencer] was 
not without sagacilty. The Secretary saw that th= 
Democracy of the Empire State were aroused; that 
they had returned to their “sober sécond thought,” 
and that Whigery, in the States where the elections 
had then been held, was swept where his colleague 
wanted to go—‘overboard;” [laughter;}] and to ac- 
quire the credit of that mighty triumph, and drag the 
Democracy in the tail of this Administration, the vic- 
tory was claimed as theirs. But let him tell that 
House that, instead of doing them good, it was a 
positive injury to the Democratic party; for it bad 
lost them two Representatives in the Congress of 
the United States. That letter produced a prodi- 
gious aciion in the State of New York; and it 
awoke the Whigs somewhat from their apathy and 
slumber; and he (Mr. G.) deciared in his place be- 
fore that House, as the conviction of his judgment, 
that that letter did them ro good, but, on the con- 
rary, a posilive injury; and that the Whigs were 
under some obligation and a debt of gratitude to 
Mr. Speneer for writing and publishing it; for they 
had obtained two Representatives more in the next 
Congress than they would haverhad without it. 
And it was very natural that iitshould be so. So 
sudden was the change, and so unexpected tothem— 
after he wrote the cail for the Whig convention at 
Syracuse to denounce Captain Tyler—was his ac- 
ceptance of office under that Administration, that, 
when he wrote and published his letter in defence 
of that Administration, a tremendous excitement 
was produced, and energetic action on the part of 
ihe Whigs; aud, as a consequence, they gained two 
members more than they would otherwise have 
had in the next Congress. 

He (Mr. Gorpon) deemed it his duty to the 
Democracy thus to undeceive the public mind re- 
specting the supposed effect of that letter, With 
regard to the ability of Mr. Spencer to transact the 
Cuties of his office as Seeretary of War, he had no 
doubt. He did not believe there was another man 
to be found within the borders of the United States 
that was better abie to despatch busisess than he 
was; and if they would only chalk out the business 
for him to do, he would Jabor day and night to ac- 
complish it; but, as a political leader, he was with- 
out sagacity, and he cared not for the world, pro- 
vided he could gratify his ambition. He had been 
long in office in the State of New York, where he 
had belonged to one party, but now he belonged 
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to another—ithe Webster party atthe seat of the 
General Government. 

Bat toreturn. The President was a queer char- 
acter. He had a Secretary of the Navy who was 
the true personification of a Virginia abstraction, 
and who, when he came into office, had no sori of 
qualification for the office into which he came, 

He had no doubt buat that, in time, observation 
and experience woald qualify him to make a very 
good Secretary of the Navy, provided he could get 
some ol these large ideas of agrand and magnifi- 
cent Bavy out of bis head, and come down to what 
a Democratic navy should be. When we shall 
become the depredator upon other nations, and 
when we should require a large naval force to 

rry on our schemes of conquest and plunder, 
then Mr. Upsher would become a very good Secre- 
tary of the Navy, because he would be the most 
ultrain his notions, and would lead on our con- 
quering squadrons in great style. But we are not 
yet prepared to become a conquering pation—not 
yet prepared to aggrandize ourselves by plunder 


i| and bioodshed; and till then we do not wanta navy 
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to the extent of Mr. Upshei’s desires. There was 
a time when Mr. Tyler might have been almost, if 
not quite, a leader of the Democratic party. If, 
when he first came into power, he bad atoned for 
running on the Whig ticket, by dismissing his cabi- 
net, instead of re’aining the worst of them, and had 
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experience; if he had recommended Democratic 
measures to Congress, and uscd the vetoa little 
more, denouncing distribution, and some otber 
things,—then be would have plagued some of the 
Democratic candidates exceedingly. The people 
were almost prepared io take him up by aeclama- 
tion,and puthim into the Democratic pulpit as 
their preacher and Icader. Bat he was not himeelf 


prepared to go aliogether with the Democratic par- - 


ty; he was pretty much in the predicament of bis 
(Mr. G's) colleague [Mr. Bowne,]—that is, in what 
General Root once calied “a siate of betweenity.” 
Almost everybody kept away from the White 


|| House; butif he bad listened to the admonitions 
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of the Democratic party, and dismissed that min- 
ister, in whom the Democracy never can confide, 
there weuld have been some chance of his being 
supported by them. Bat, instead of being disiniss- 
ed, there that obnoxious minister sat, poisoning 
the ear of that honest man who had not the firmness 
and the courage to dismiss him, and come out 
what he originally was, and what he (Mr. G.} had 
no doubt he would now be g'ad to be. 

The Democratic party, ia their triumpbsof 1842, 
owed none of their success to this Administration 
aud their letter-writers. ‘The people tiumphed in 
their might. They had seen what was the course 
of the Whig party while io the ascendant—they 
had seen how lite their practice accorded with 
their professions, and how ill calcalated their 
measures were to promote the interests and pros- 
perily of the counfty. A portion of the Democratic 
party, too, had been Ceceived; and they, coming 
back, contributed to their party’s success. 


He had a liitle more to say in regard to the 
speech of the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
Cusnine.| The gentieman said that he considered 
itas “very material that there should be a frank 
understanding on those matiers;” that “there were 
men in the Administration, or connected with the 
Administration, who, ata proper time, might have 
a word to say. He did not, to be sure, know 
whether their opinion would be potential; but this 
he knew—that, of all the elemeats now in tumulta- 
ous and conflicting motion in the national caldron, 
in the grand political seething-pot, the most poten- 
tial of all was the Federal Government.” 

The Federal Government was then in the grand 
political seething-pot. Who put it there? The 
framers of the Constitution never intended that 
the Federal Government should be put there. 
Who, ihen, put the Federal Government in this 
grand caldrgn—this grand political seething-pot, 
but those connected with this Administration? Yes, 
it was put io this grand caldron by those who, 
when the time comes round, will have a word to 
say; and he now saw that those connected with 
the Administration bad something to do, as well 
as tosay. Aneditor in New York, (said Mr. G.,) 
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who has the public printing, comes out and declares 
Jobn Tyler to be the candidate of the Democratic 
party for President, and William C. Bouck the 
candidate for Vice President, subject to the nomi- 
nation of a national convention. Well, sir, (said 
Mr. G.,) they have come into our sect, and set up 
to be the high priests of our church; but if they 
wait for the nomination of a Democratic national 
convention to declare that John Tyler and Wil- 
liam C. Bouck are the candidates of the Demo- 
eralic party, they will have to wait a long time. 
Now, the paper in which this nomination was - 
made, was the official organ; and, he took it, that 
what it did was by authority; so it would seem 
that those around this Administration have some» 
thing to do, as wellas tosay. So faras Wm. C. 
Bouck was concerned, it was a foul calumny to say 
that he bad assented to this nomination. Mr. Bouck 
would soon go with his {Mr. G.’s] colleague over- 
board, if he assented to it, for it would sink 
him to eternity. It was, however, doing Mr. 
Bouck great injustice to suppose that this aomi- 
nation was made with his concurrence. It was 
glory enough for him to have the administration 
of ihe affairs of the great State of New York for 
two years to come; and he did not believe that he 
would give up the bird he had in hand for two in 
the bushes. The glory of being the choice of the 
people for the high office he fills, is superior to the 
glory of running on the same ticket as Vice Pres- 
ident with John Tyler. He knew that, in speaking 
as. boldly and fiankly as he had done, he 
should tread on the corns of some of his friends 
who may have the appointments of postmasters to 
atiend to in their districts. He, himself, had no 
influence with this Administration; and when ap- 
plications were made to him for his aid in getting 
the appoiniments of pestmasters in his district, he 
turned them over to his colleague from the O!sego 
district, who had more influence than he had. His 
colleague hat long since superseded him in the 
office of getting such appointments in his district. 
He hoped that he would continne in the good 
work, and, when he bad done, that he would re- 
turn again to the Democratic ranks, and say to 
President Tyler that he gave him small thanks for 
the favors be had done him. The gentleman said 
thatsome serious collisions had taken place between 
the Executive and Congress, which he hoped never 
would occur again. He, on the contrary, hoped 
that they would occur again, and that they would 
always occur whenever an unconstitutional bill 
should be presented to the Executive for his sig- 
nature, He hoped that every succeeding President 
would veto and ditto every bank bill that should 
be sent to him. He hoped that he would oa 
little further, and veto distribution bills also. If 
this, howéver, was intended for effec:—if we (said 
Mr. G_) must vote for the exchequer—if we pass 
the sub-treasury, it is to be met by this “fixed 
fact,” the threat fell powerless before the feet of 
the Democracy. He had supposed that the powers 
and the duties of the Executive were specified and 
limited by the Constitution. 

Here Mr. G. was interrupted by the SPEAKER, 
and informed that his bour had expired. | 

He never believed (continuing the sentence) that 
it was in the power of the Executive to put the 
Federal Government in the political seething-pot. 

Mr. McKEON then obtained the floor; but 
yielded it to Mr. Bowne, for the purpose of en- 
abling him to make an explanation in reply to his 
ccl'eague [Mr. Gorpon ] 

Mr. BOWNE observed that he was perfectly 
well aware that any gentleman on that floor wko 
would atiempt to answer such a tirade of personal 
matter as had fallen from his colleague, must, for 
the time at least, lay aside all self-respect; and he 
now presented himself to the House in that atti- 
tude, fora moment. He was thankful—knowing, 
as he did, the Democracy of the Empire State, and 
the Democracy of the district his colleague repre- 
sented—ihat he was not their high priest, and had 
not the power to put up and put down at his sove- 
reign pleasure. He knew the constituents of the 
gentleman; aad it was through them that be had 
learned a fact, that accounted for his extraordina- 
ry zeal in the cause of Democracy; and he 
invoked the attention of his colleague while he sta- 
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entertained the design—not carried into execution— 
of abandoning his party?’ Did he remember that, 
in 1840, when he was canvassing with the Demo- 
cratic party for a seat in Congress, and when his 
prospects were dim, that his politica! principles sat 
so loosely about him that he made overtures to 
the Whig leaders of his district to desert the Dem- 
ocratic party if he failed in getting the nomination 
and become their candidate? This fact (Mr. x 
said) he had vouched for by the affidavits of several 
of the most respectable gentlemen in his colleague’s 
district. Was such a man to lecture him, or other 
gentlemen, upon their consistency and Democracy? 
Heaven save the mark! No, sir; I will despair 
when my Democracy is to be judged by his judg- 
ment. I have been too long known to my constit- 
vents to fear what he can say; and will let my re- 
marks of yesterday, together with the wilfal per- 
version of them by my colleague, go to them, for 
their judgment upon them. Let them go to them 
together; and Jet them say whether I am to be 
thrown overboard or not. Sir, I did not yesterday, 
and never did, say a single word that compromised 
the principles of Democracy. What I then said, I 
repeat now; and that is, thatif my attachment to 
Democratic principles is to be measured by my at- 
tachment to men, then I must despair of finding 
favor; for it is one of the cardinal principlesoi the 
Democratic party, that principles must be adhered 
to, rather than men. Principles, not men, is their 
motte; and it is one that I held to yesterday, and 
sull hold to to-day. 


Mr. GORDON rose to reply to the remarks jast 
fallen from his colleague. [Cries of “Go on.’’} 

Mr. McKEON declined yielding the floor, inas- 
much as he had but one hour. [Yield to him.”] 

Mr. GORDON said he would demand the floor. 
He made a point of order. He claimed the right 
to reply to the remarks of his colleague as a privi- 
leged question. ([Laughter;fand many voices “Let 
him proceed by universal consent.”"} 

After some uproar, Mr. McKEON yielded the 


floor 


Mr. GORDON remarked, that the speech of bis 
colleague [Mr. Bowne] was delivered in public, 
made public in the newspapers, and he supposed 
was public property; and, as such, he (Mr. G.) bad 
a right to comment apon it, as upon otber speeches 
delivered in that body. He regreted that his col- 
league should have made such a speech, as much 
as he had no doubt his colleague now regretted it 
himself, [taughter;] but, connected as he was with 
the Democratic party, with whom he bad ever 
acted, he had thought it to be due to them, at least 
so far as his constituents were concerned, to cut 
off all connexion between them and the speech of 
his colleague on yesterday. 


With regard to what his colleague had said 
about him, although he (Mr.G.) hated to speak 
about bimself, it was but fair that he should say 
that he was brought up a Democrat from his 
youth. His father had fought the battles of his 
country in the revolutionary war, and never came 
here to Congress to beg for a pension in considera- 
tion of his services. . 


Ele repeated, he was brought up a Democrat, 
and never had given any vote whatever which 
did not, in his opinion, and according to the best of 
his judgment, accord with the principles of genuine 
Democracy. As regards the statement that hehad 
proposed to become the leader of the Whig party 
in his district, he would say that he never had 
aspired to become the leader of any party, but on- 
ly a faithfal follower in theright path. (A voice: 
“Candidate.”) As to his alleged ‘desire to be- 
come the candidate of the Whigs, on which his 
colleague had remarked, he would say that his col- 
league spoke of that about which he knew noth- 
ing, and which, in all ifs parts, was false. His 
colleague, if seemed, had gone among the Federal- 
ists of his district to pick up scandal against him. 
He supposed his colleague had long contemplated 
making useof it. It must bave been some time 
since his colleague took up the idea of going 
“overboard,” and knowing his (Mr. G.’s) un- 
flinching Democracy, anticipated a broadside from 
him, and bad prepared himself to bring itout upon 
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the proper occasion. [Roars of laughier ang tk 
shouts. elena) land 

Mr. McKEON then took the floor; 


but ai 
remafks were very imperfectly heard Ahn 


loud conversation which was catried on jn eve 

part of the hall. He held it to be necessary 
meet every question openly and fairly. The ho 
principles involved in the contest now BOing on 
were not yet developed. It was not a mere sirife 
between parties; but one which might make an jg. 
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delible impression upon the structare of the ferred to th 
Government. The country had seen the Vics eur. BUCE 
President callec to the executive chair by the , large nem 
death of the President, who came into power pos. Pa. asking | 
sessed with all the emoluments and honors of office whieh was re 
The party which elected him said he was pledged vir. TALL 
to support certain measures and principles. He Brooklyn, an 
thought otherwise; and was compelled to use the sting Congt 
velo power upon measures introduced and carried gnmended b 
through Congress by those whe brought about his MMMM lie on the 
election. Stripped of all adventitious circum. MiB ow lies. 
Stances, it would hereafier be represented to the Mr. McRO 
world, on the page of history, by the majority, that of he Legis! 
they were compelled to separate from the man of MMM yirs and re 
their choice. Gate to vote 
The next step to be taken was on the part of the son the fine ¢ 
minority. They had to determine whether they fall, with in 
would accept the patronage, and assume the re. Iampand referred 
sponsibility, of the present Executive—unless he Mr. WRI 
gave them the measures, and carried out the prin. ip habitants of | 
ciples, for whictr they had been contending ever Mipihat the law 
since the organization of the Government. The Magi tends to tt 
majority here said they had left power and patron. iim ihe late wat, 
age because they could not sustain the President in Me renewed and 
the principles which he was carrying out. The Mp thinks prope 


question for the other party to determine was, Mim Lands. 


whether they were ready to go into power with Mr. CHO! 
the responsibility of this Administration upon their ams & Co., 
shoulders. For one, judging from the conduct of Hii Boston, aski 
this Administration, and speaking in the spirit of Hioverpaid by 
frankness, he was unable to see, either in its rece Bipof 1833: refe 


ommendations to Congress, or in its dispensation of 
power and patronage, or in its editorial department, 
(if that was to be taken into account as being by 
authority,) on what principle the Democratic party 
was called upon to sustain it. 


Mr. WILI 
McPherson, 
vice of the U 
lain injuries 
the Committ 


But it was said, Would you wage a furions war Mr. WO 
against this Administration? He answered, No, HMM fom the cor 
certainly not; but the Democratic party had no Hii of the State. 
favors to grant to the Executive. The President HMM ihe time allo 
could command their support whenever he was BM nilroad iror 
right in his conduct. When the bank bills were in that State 
vetoed, and the distribution bill defeated, in effect, Hive on Finan 
by a quasi veto, they came up faithfully to the sup- Mr. BAY. 
port of the principle, and not of the man by whom HBr Anne Bo) 
it was carried out. He asked, Where was the BiB wrvice of th 
evidence of a furious opposition carried on against Hiance of the 
this Administration by the minority here in Con- under the n 
gress?’ As to what bad been said about ultras, & Biisssion; whi 
reminded bim of aremark in relation to the zones. Hi Naval Affai 
The Democratic and Whig parties were deciared Mr. BAT 
to be in the torrid and frigid zones, whilst HiPmade an ac 
the Administration was the only temperate zone Farber, the 
There were two principles at work in the world, Bi vbich was ; 
One was sustained by the onward movement pally, Mr. B. al 
which held that Government admitted of changes, abill for th 
reforms, and purifications; the other was advo Hi rad and o; 
cated by a party who were for standing whelé BiB report accor 


they had always stood, and admitting no improve: 
ment or alteration whatever into the Government 
or its policy. Halfway between those two parties, 
the Administra'ion desired to piace itself. 

Here Mr. McK. was interrupted by loud cries 
of “adjourn;” and yielded to a motion made \0 
that effect. 


the United 
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Mr. EVERETT asked for the yeas and nays on Mr. EV! 
the motion; but the call was not sustained—only Bio which he 
17 gentiemen rising. {or the relie 

The House then adjourned at 5 minutes pa Bi Protesiant 
3 o’clock. Philip, in € 

——-- port adver: 
IN SENATE. te printed. 
Fripay, January 6, 1843. Mr. BEE 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Set Miiciary, re 
ate acommunication from the Treasury Depa Bivith a reco 
ment, transmitting a report from the Commission Bibi’! entitled 
of the General Land Office, in answer to a resol Biitesentative 





tion of the Senate passed in 1841, showing what 


Lings, and 
amount of meney has been refunded to the puts 


James Rod 





asers of jand in the Greensborough (late St. 
elena) land district: ordered to lie on the table, 
snd be printed. t 

Also, laid before the Senate a communication 
om the Secretary of the Treasury, asking for an 
appropriation to carry into effect the law passed at 
ibe last session, authorizing an ascertainment of 
he damages done the property of Daniel M. 

and others, by certain emigrating Creek 
indians; Which, On motion of Mr. EVANS, was 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
a lage number of citizens of Franklin county, 
Pa, asking Congress to repeal the bankrupt law; 
which was teferred to the Judiciary Committee. 

wr. TALLMADGE presented a petition from 
Brooklyn, and one from the city of New York, 
gking Congress to adopt the exchequer plan rec: 
oomended by the Executive; which was ordered 
wlieon the table, where the bill on that subject 
pow lies. 

ur. MCROBERTS presented a joint resolution 
ofthe Legislature of Illinois, instructing the Sen- 
yrs and requesting the Representatives from that 
Sate to vote for a bill refunding to General Jack- 
gn the fine and costs imposed on him by Judge 
Hall, with interest thereon: erdered to be printed 
gai referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from in- 
habitants of Cayuga county, New York, praying 
ihat the law which authorized the issuing of boun- 
iy Inds to the widdws of officers and soldiérs of 
ihe late wat, and which expired in 1839, may be 
renewed and extended in such manner as Congress 
thinks proper: referred to the Committee on Public 


nds. 

ur. CHOATE presented a petition from B. Ad- 
ams & Co., importing merchants of the city of 
Bosion, asking the refunding of duties which were 
overpaid by them on goods imported under the act 
of 1833: referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. WILLIAMS presented a petition from Wm. 
McPherson, who was a seaman in the naval ser- 
vice of the United States, asking a pension for cer- 
lain injuries received in such service: referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a memorial 
{rom the commissioners of internal improvement 
of the State of Michigan, praying an extension of 
ihe time allowed by Jaw for laying down certain 
nilroad iron imported for the use of the railroads 
in that State free of duty: referred to the Commit- 
te on Finance. 

Mr. BAYARD presented a memorial from Ma- 
y Anne Boyd, widow of an officer who died in the 
service of the United States, asking the continu- 
ace of the pension which she heretofore received 
under the naval pension law repealed at the last 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Mary 
Farber, the widow of Pierce Power, for a pension; 
*bich was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. B. also reported, from the same committee, 
‘dill for the relief of Samuel Dicy; which was 
tad, and ordered to a second reading; and the 
port accompanying it to be printed. 

Mr. FULTON presented a petition from James 
8 Conway, of Arkansas, praying to be released 
from certain judgment obtained against him by 
‘te United States for the recovery of a balance of 
money intrusted to him for disbursement, on his 
paying what he alleges justly to be due: referred to 
ke Committee on the J udiciary. 

_Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
(0 Which had been referred the bill from the House 
“rhe relief of the vestry and churchwardens of the 

‘olestant Episcopal Church of the parish of St. 
Philip, in Charleston, South Carolina, made a re- 
Port adverse to its passage; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
lary, reported back, without amendment, and 
» ta recommendation that it do pass, the House 
r | entitled “An act for the relief of the legal rep- 
elves of Alexander Macomb, Robert Jen- 
Tae and the heirs and legal representatives of 
tmes Roddy, as sureties of Samuel Champlin, de- 
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ceased, a paymaster in the atmy of the United 
States.” 

Also, reported back, without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that it do pass, the bill 
from the House for the relief of John P. Skinner. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
the Library, reporied a joint resolution for the dis- 
tribution of certain copies of the census return 
and compendiums of the sixth census; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 

On motion by Mr. RIVES, the petition of John 
Good, of Obio county, Va., praying the payment 
to him of certain damages sustained by the loca- 
tion of the Cumberland road, was ordered to be 
taken from the files, and referyed io the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, on leave, introduced a 
joint resolution, authorizing the Postmaster Gen- 
eral to correct an error in the proposals, and to 
contract anew for carrying the mail from Chicago 
to St. Joseph’s; which was read twice, and referred 
to the Committee ofi the Post Office ani Post 
Roads. 


Mr. BAYARD, on leave, introduced a bill to 
regulate enlistments in the army, navy, and ma- 
rine corps; which was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported back, without amendment, and with 
a recommendation that it de pass, the House bill 
to amend the act establishing a district court of the 
United States at Wheeling, Va. 

Mr. B. remarked that as a court was soon to be 
held in Wheeling, it was desirable that the bill 
should receive the sanction of the Senate forthwith. 
He asked that it might be considered then. There 
being no objection, the bill was taken up, as incom- 
mittee of the whole; and, afier a féw conversational 
remarks by Messrs. KING, CRITTENDEN, BER- 
RIEN, aud ARCHER, was reporied to the Senate, 
read the third time, and passed. 

The following resolution, introduced heretofore 
by Mr. Huntincron, was taken up for consid- 
eration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of so modi- 
fying the existing laws, as that each Assisiant Postmaster Gen- 
eral shall be appointed by the President, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent ofthe Senate. 

Also, whether it be expedient to repeal or modify the law 
which prohibits contractors for the conveyance of the mail 
from carrying, without the consent of the Postmaster General, 
newspapers other than those carried in the mail. 

Mr. H. remarked, that the Assistant Postmasters 
General were formerly designated by law as clerks 
and assistants to the Postmaster General, and sub- 
ject to appointment of the Postmaster General; but 
by a subsequent Jaw, they were designated Assist- 
ant Posimasters General, apd made important 
officers. Still, the power to appoint those officers 
was left with the Postmaster General. He main- 
tained that there was no good reason why these 
assistants, who had become, by law, important 
officers, and exercised the power of dispensing the 
patronage of office—who were, by law, authorized 
to exercise all the powers pertaining to the office of 
the Postmaster General himself, in case of the 
death or resignation of that officer,—should be ex- 
empt from the usual routine of appointment, (that 
is, of nomination by the President, and confirma- 
tion by the Senate;) especially so, as unimportant 
deputy postmasters, whose salaries exceed $1,000, 
are subjected to that mode of appoiniment. He 
then dwelt at great length on the second branch of 
the resolution, touching the subject of carrying 
newspapers out of the mails in the usual mail 
conveyances. He impressed on the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads the im- 
portance of the inquiry, whether it was right 
ihat the inhabitants of cilies, and those living 
on rapid mail routes, should enjoy the privilege 
of receiving papers without postage, when’ the 
same privilege was not extended to those liv- 
ing in the interior of the country, and could not 
be from the necessity of the case—the same facility 
for thus carrying the papers not existing. He was 
aware that the Postmaster General had the power 
to grant the privilege to a coniracior, at the time of 
making the contract for carrying the mail, to carry 
papers out of the mail, provided no preference was 
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given thereby to the proprietor of one newspaper 
over another in the same place. But such a dis~ 
cretion and power was not in accordance and con- 
sonance with our institutions. It ought to be re- 
pealed; not because it was abused, bat because it 
was liable to abuse. It gave the Postmaster Gen- 
eral @ great power over the public press, because it 
gave him the means of giving preference of one 
newspaper over another; and the time might come, 
when it would be used to subserve the purposes of 
party, and to promote its ends. The public inter- 
est, he said, did not demand that he should have 
the power; it was anti-republican, liable to abuse, 
and ought to be repealed. 

The question was then pat on the resolution, and 
it was adopted. 

The Senate bill (No. 40) for the relief of per- 
scns heretofore residing within the supposed limits 
of Arkansas and Louisiana, but by the late settle- 
ment of the boundary lines thrown into the territo- 
ry of Texas, was taken up, as in committee of the 
whole, for consideration. 

Mr. BERRIEN, chairman of the Committee on 
the Judiciary, by whom the bill had been reported 
to the Senate, explained that it was a bill of last 
session, which did not reach the House of Repre- 
sentatives in time to be acted upon. It provides 
relief for aciass of persons who wish to remove 
into the United States with their property, prefer- 
ring to remain citizens of the United States, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN did not suppose any doubt 
could exist of the night of such persons to remove 
into the United States. They were citizens of the 
United States, and had an undoubted right to do so 
without any new law on the subject. 

Mr. McROBERTS concurred with the Senator 
from Kentucky; and cited a caase in point, which 
happened once between Virginia and Pennsylva~ 
nia, when Virginia exercised territorial govern 
ment over the town of Washington, near Wheel- 
ing, though it was subsequently found that the lo- 
cation fell within the territory of Pennsylvania. 
An issue was tried on the point, whether slaves 
held by citizens of Virginia in that town were enti- 
tled to their freedom in consequence of long residence 
in it. Andthe supreme court of Kentucky, before 
which the trial took place, decided that, although 
the town was virtually in the State of Pennsylva~- 
nia, yet Virginia having exercised territorial gov- 
ernment over it without interruption from Pennsyl- 
vania, the slaves were the property of their mas- 
ters, and were not entitled to their freedom; that, 
in fact, the masters were citizens of Virginia, and 
entitled to all their privileges as such. He (Mr. 
McR.) therefore thought this law unnecessary, as 
the persons who resided within the supposed limits 
of Arkansas and Louisiana, while under the terri- 
torial government of those States, are actual cili- 
zens of the United States, and have a right to re- 
move into the limits of the States with their proper- 
ty, just the same as they wou'd have if the bound- 
ary line of Texas had been placed beyond them. 

Mr. FULTON explained that, however un- 
doubted their right might be, they might be 
subjected to great annoyances and expenses in 
irying that right; all of which could be avoided by 
passing this act, the object of which was to remove 
all pretexts for difficulty. 


Mr. CONRAD thought there ought to be a slight 
amendment. The bill authorizes those persons to 
bring into the United States all their property. 
Now, much of this property may have been ac- 
quired since the boundary line was determined. It 
may consist of cotton and slaves since purchased, 
and notentiiled to be brought into the States by 
any other citizens. He thought there should be 
a limitation to such property.as they possessed at 
the time the boundary line was determined. 

Mr. SEVIER pointed out how injuriously and 
unequally such a limitation would act. Female 
slaves, having children immediately afier the set~ 
tlement of the boundary, or subsequently, would 
be cempelled to leave them in Texas, though 
brought into the United States themselves. Prop- 
erty transferred from one citizen to another since 
that period, or received as inheritance, might be ex- 
cluded. 

Mr. CONRAD had not thought of those diffi- 
culties; his mind was more immediately directed 
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to the introduction «f cotton, the produce of Texas. 
But if the friends of the bili thought no danger ot 
abuse would arise, he should not press his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BERRIEN assured the Senate that the 
bill was very carefully considered by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and that it was sufficiently 
guarded and confined to the objects and purposes 
for which it was required. 

Mr. ALLEN thought some amendaient was 
neceseary to avoid an inference, which might be 
drawn from the wording of the bill, that those 
persons had ceased to be citizens by the act of this 
Government, and that Congress was, in this law, 
restoring their citizenship. He denied the power 
of this Government to take away the right of citi- 
zenship; and would not, therefore, raaction any- 
thing which might seem to imply that the citizen- 
ship of these persons was in the slightest degree 
impaired. or rendered doobtfal by their being 
thrown within the limits of Texas. To avoid any 
construction of this nature, he proposed an amend- 
ment, the necessi'y for which he explained at con- 
siderable length. 

A long discussion ensued as to the necessity for 
any amendment; in which Messis. ALLEN, BER- 
RIERN, CRITTENDEN, KING, MOREHEAD, 
McROBERTS, WOODBURY, and BAYARD, 
took part; all concurring that the change of the 
boundary line did not impair the citizenship ef those 
pemons, and thal, therefore, without any new law, 
they might return inioany part of the United States, 
fully entitled to the exercise of their citizenship; 
but some believing thatthe same immunity did not 
extend to their property. 

Mr. BAYARD suggested that, by changing a 
word, the difficulty might be removed. It might 
be expressed that those persons “returning” into 
the United Siates might bring in their property, 


Mr. ALLEN accepied this modification, and 
made his amendment comform to the suggestion. 
He called for the yeas and nays; which were or- 
dered, 

The question on the amendment was then taken, 
and decided in the negative—yeas 13, nays 25. 

Mr. BERRIEN explained that the bill, wiitout 
aby amendment, provided for the return of those 
persons, with all their property, into the United 
Siates, upon taking the course pointed out by it, 
of applying to the proper court for the necessary 
authority io remove the property in conformity to 
law. 

Tse bill was then reported back to the Senate 
withoat amendmen!; and was ordered to be en- 
grossed fora third reading. 

On motion of Mr. BERRIEN, it was agreed that 
when the Senate adjourn, it should be to Monday 
next. 

On motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files the memorial 
and papers of Wm. Duvall. 

A bill for the relief of the claimants of slaves 
lost in the Comet and Encomium, at Nassau, New 
Providence, and paid for by the British Govern- 
ment, was then taken up, as in commitice of the 
whole. 

Inquiry being made as to the nature of the bill, by 
Messrs. CALHOUN and KING, it was explained 
by Mr. GRAHAM thai a balance of the indem- 
mity paid by the British Government remained in 
the treasury of the United States; and that, of ngh', 
it belonged to the claimants; but, owing to the man- 
ner in which it had been kept back, (which was 
done to see whether any claims for insurance, &c., 
might spring up,) the money could not be paid out 
without a special law for the purpose. This act 
was at the instance of the depariment; and merely 
gave to the owners of the money the $7,965 which 
remained of the indemnity paid into the treasury 
tor the claimants by Great Britain. 

This explavation proving satisfactory, the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed, and read a third time. 

The Senate (bill No. 38) reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Posi Roads, for the 
relief of George P. Hill, postmaster of New 
Orleans, was taken up, as in committee of the 
whole, and explained by Mr. CONRAD. K ap- 
peared by his statemient, that in 1841, in conse- 
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quence of the new regulations jumiing the emola- 
menis of postmasters to $5,000 per annum, and in 
consequence of greater expense to the postmaster 
at New Orleans than other postmasters were sub- 
jectto, an allowance of $800 was made to him by 
the department to meet the excess of expense. 
But the rent from boxes and commission did not 
pay him the full salary and allowance—falling 
short about $650. This bill was to authorize him 
to refund himself that amount out of the box rents 
of the cffice. 

Messrs, TAPPAN and KING opposed the bill; 
and before any question was taken on it. 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, January 6, 1843. 

Mr. BIDLACK presented the petition of citi- 
zens of nortiern Pennsylvania, for the repeal of 
the bankrupt law. 

Mr. READ presented the petition of 384 citi- 
zens of Bradford county, Peansylvania, praying 
for the establishment of a mail route from Trey 
to Athens, in said county. 

Also, the petition of sundry citizens of Bradford 
and Susquehanna counties, praying for a mail 
route from Montrose, in Susquehanna county, to 
Athens, in Bradford county. 

Mr. BIDLACK presented the following resolu- 
tion; Which was considered and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of allowing a pen- 
sion to Catharine Good, widow of Jacob Good, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WHITE of Indiana presented the memo- 
rial of sundry shipwrights of New York, in favor 
of the erection of a dry deck at that place: refer- 
red to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


STEAM NAVIGATION. 


Mr. TRIPLETT submitted the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury communicate 
to this House, as early as possible, the number of steamboats, 
and their tonnage, employed on the Mississippi river, from Jan- 
vary 1, 1841, to January 1, 1843, and their probable cost or 
value, and the value of the cargoes transported in them; the 
number of persons annually employed in navigating them, and 
the number of persons conveyed as passengers in them for the 
years aforesaid; the number and value of the steamboats lost 
or materially damaged in each of the said years, and the cause 
of such loss or material injury, and the loss sustained by the 
destruction or damage of the cargoes of such boats, with an 
agcregate of the loss and damage of boats and cargoes, distin- 
guishing between tliose lost by the boats running on snags, bars, 
and rocks, and those lost from other causes; also, the number 
of lives lost during the said time, making the same distinction. 


Mr. FILLMORE requested Mr. T. to modify 
his resolution, so as to include steamboats navi- 
gating the lakes; which being assented to, the reso- 
lution was adopted. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO called for the orders of the 
day; when 

The SPEAKER announced that the regular 
order of business would be the calling for the re- 
ports of the standing committees. 

The committees being called on, the foliowing 
reports were severally made. 


WAR OFFICE. 


Mr. STANLY, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred so much of the 
President’s message and accompanying docu- 
ments as relates to the army, reported the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings be in- 
tructed to report to the House of Representatives what amount 
of appropriation is necessary for the erection of an additional 
building for the War Department, with a plan of said build- 
ing. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. CALHOUN, from the Commitiee on Naval 
Afiairs, reporied a bill for the relief of William 
Faber; which was read twice, and, after being or- 
dered- to be engrossed, read the third time, and 
passed, 





PENSION AGENTS. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Commitiee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported, without amend- 
ment, the bill from the Senate making compensa- 
tion to pension agents; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to be 
printed. 


COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 
Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the same commiitce, 





to which had been referred the bill from the Sen. 
ate to continue the office of Commissioner of Pep 
sions, reported the same without amendment, 

On motion by Mr. TALIAFERRKO, ihe bill wa, 
then carried through its different Slages, and 

assed. . 

Mr. FORNANCE, from the Committee on Rey, 
olutionary Pensions, reported a bill granting pen. 
sions to certain widows of revolutionary soldier; 
which was read twice, and referred. , 

Mr. MORRIS, from the same committee, 1. 
ported a bill for the relief of James Gray; whieh 
was read twice, and referred. 

Mr. JAS. COOPER asked leave to submit ty 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the postmaster of the House he, and |, 
is hereby, instructed to furnish to the reporters of the debates 
in this House sucha quantity of ners as may be requires 
a in reporting said debates, of which an account shail . 

Objection being made— 

Mr. C. observed, that he understood, for the fir 
time this morning, that the reporters had been fy. 
nishing their own silationery; and, as their repor 
were necessary for the information of the public, 
he thought the expense of their stationery at leas 
should be berne by the House. He, accordingly, 
moved a suspension of the rules for the purpose of 
receiving the resolution. _ 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON called for the yeas and 
nays, but they were not ordered; and, 

On taking the question, the motion was rejected, 
Mr.G@ILMER gave notice that he would, ous 
morrow, ask Jeave to introduce a bill to abolish 
certain subordinate offices in the General Land 0}. 

fice. 
GENERAL JACKSON’S FINE, 


The SPEAKER announced that the next bus: 
ness in order would be the unfinished business of 
yesterday, which was the resolution of the gentle 
man from New York, [Mr. Bowne,] directing the 
Committee on the Judiciary to report a bill to refund 
the fine imposed on General Jackson at New 
Orieans in 1815, by Judge Hail—the question pend- 
ing being upon,the motion of Mr. ARnotp to com- 
mit the whole subject to the Commitee of the 
Whole House. 


Mr. ADAMS, who was entitled to the floor, and 
as a preface to the remarks he was about to make, 
submitted the following amendment: 


“Strike out all after the word ‘resolved,’ and in- 
sert— 

“That the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
has been referred that part of the message of the 
President cf the United States at the commence 
ment of the session, which recommends the rein 
bursement of the fine imposed on General Jack- 
son by the district court of the United States a 
New Orleans, in March, 1815, be instracted to re 
port within —— days an amendment to be pro 
posed to the bill No. 503, now in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, which shall 
make the bill conformable to the recommendation 
of the President, ‘ without designing any reflection 
on the judicial tribunal which imposed the fine.’ 

‘“‘And that the said committee do further report 
their opinion, whether the declaration of marl 
law by General Jackson, at New Orleans, was will 
in the competency of his official powers, by tke laws 
of war, without violation of the Constitation of the 
United Siates; and, if so, whether his imprisonment 
of Dominick A. Hall, judge of the district cour 
of the United States, and his arrest and subjection 
Louis Louallier, a member of the Legislature ol 
the State of Louisiana, to a trial by a court mar 
tial, appointed by General Jackson himself, wert 
justifiable acts of martial law, and not an abusive 
exercise of despotic and arbitrary power. 

“And also their opinion whether, by the par 
sage of this act, according to the recomm 
in the message of the President, the sanction of 
gress will be given to the principle that those aes 
of General Jackson belong to that class of cases!" 
which punishment may well be restrained withit 
that limit which ‘asserts and maintains the at 
thority of the law, and the subjection of the mil 
tary to the civil power,’ ” 

The SPEAKER decided that the amendmen 
was out of order, unless the gentleman from Tea: 
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